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ARTICLE XII. 


An Abftracé of Dr. Sykes’s Examination of 
Mr. Warburton’s Account of the Conduct 
of the Ancient Legiflators, of the double 
Doétrin: of the old Philofophers, of the Theo- 
cracy of the Jews, and of Sir Vfaac Newton’s 
Chronolhgy. 


The Conduct of the old Legiflators confidered. 


exes hs R. Warburton, in his Book of the divine 
aa@ay Legation of Mojes, &c. undertakes to 
prove, that the Conduct of Mo/es in 
his Legiflation was different trom that 

a of all other Legiflators in theirs; and 
the Paeities he makes to be this, that the Doétrine 
of a* future State was not inculcated by Maes, but 
that ic was by all the reft. That the other old Le- 
giflators did inculcate it, he endeavours to prove from 





* Wherever the Words 4 future Sa te occur here, they always 
mean a future State of Rewards and Punifhments. 
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the particulars of their Conduct. With regard to 
this, he maintains, that they made a Providence in 
its full extent the Sanétion of their Laws, or. pre- 
faced them with it. But this is fo far from being true, 
that he neither has produced one fingle Law-giver 
that has done fo, nor can he; and the utmoft that can 
be concluded from what any of them have left us is, 
that they mentioned the Gods in their Laws, or pro- 
vided for their worfhip, which is a very different 
Thing.—To Inftance in Particulars. In the Proe- 
mium to Zaleuchus’s Laws, there is not a Word of 
a future State, as the San¢ction of his Laws, or of a 
Providence in its full Extent. He mentions the 
Gods as the Authors of all the good Things we en- 
joy, but he plainly means the prefent good Things: 
the Way toattain them is, he fays, to be good both 
in Principle and Practice: He does not mention an 
hereafter, but fays, Men muft keep their Minds free 
from Evil, because God is not honoured by a wick- 
ed Man. And, when he {peaks of Punifhments 
upon the Wicked, he as evidently fpeaks of the 
Gods as mow fending the Evils, Nay he exprefly 
mentions, that the Recompence of Men who honour- 
ed the Gods, the Laws, and their Governors, fhould 
be their pre,/ent fafety. 

But indeed, a future State cannot, in the nature of 
Things, by any human Law-givers be made the 
Sanétion of their Laws; nor is ita Language ufed 
by any Law-givers to call it a Sanction. A Sanc- 
tion can only imply a Penalty or Reward that 
may be infli¢ted by the Legiflator, which is not the 
Cate of a future State; and which cannot therefore 
be made a Sanction by them. That which cannot 
be inflicted cannot fecure Obedience to Laws; and 
that which cannot fecure obedience is no Sanction, 
or the fame as no Sanétion. The moft that can be 
done in refpect of a future State is, to work thereby 
upon the Hopes and Fears of the People, but Argu- 
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ments for, and Reafonings about Obecience, cannot 
be called the Sanction of Laws. 

But however this be, Mr. Warburton’s Argument 
muft imply, that a// Legiflators, except Mo/es, made 
a Providence, in its full Extent, the Sanétion of and 
Preface to their Laws. But Cicero is an Evidence 
that neither in this extended Senfe, nor in any other, 
did all the old Legiflators in general Preface their 
Laws with any thing at all about the Gods, or a 
Providence; for he inftances only in Zaleuchus, Cha- 
rondas, and Plato, as doing it; as if whatever was 
done of this Kind, was peculiar to them alone. And 
if ALL did not do it, then, if Mr. Wardarton’s 
Argument from the Omiffion of a future State 
proves the Divine Legation of Mv/es, the fame will 
prove as much for fuch other Philofophers as omit- 
ted it.—But farther: By whatever Methed of inter- 
preting Zaleuchus’s Preface, Mr. Warburton would 
prove that Zaleucbus taught a future State, by the 
fame it may be fhewed that A/o/es taught it; and 
from whatever Words of Zaleuchus Mr. Warburton 
would infer a future State, much ftronger to the fame 
Purpofe may be found in Mo/es’s Writings; and this 
is undeniable from a Comparilon of Paflages. 

Such then is the Proof from Zaleucbhus’sLaws, that 
the Doétrine of a Providence in its full Extent, was 
made the Sanction of the Laws of the ancient Le- 
giflators. 

But neither is the Preface to Charozdas’s Laws 
more to the Purpofe; in which there is no men- 
tion at all of a future State; and all the Punifh- 
ments he mentions, are evidently only temporal, af- 
fe€ting the fafety of the Body Politic, or particular 
Perfons. And if, moreover, the Preface to Cicere’s 
Laws, or the Laws themfelves be examined, ic is 
Certain there is not in them a Word, more than in 
either of the foregoing, where a future State, or aPro- 
vidence in its full Extent, is exprefly mentioned.-- 
The Ufefulnefs of the Notion of a Providence to 
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Society, is not the Queftion, and yet, that is the Sub- 
ftance of what Cicero fays ; and whatever Cicero has 
faid, which may feem to imply a future State; of 
the facred Tie of Oaths; of the Fear and Imitation of 
God; and of the Dread of Punifhments; of God’s 
being the Judge and Witnefs of human Adctions ; 
the very fame Things, expreffed at leaft as ftrongly, 
are to be found in Mo/es’s Laws. So that hitherto 
no Circumftance, no Fa& is produced by Mr. War- 
burton, which proves a Difference betwixt Mo/es and 
ali ocher Legiflators; and the Divine Legation of 
other L.aw-givers is equally proved by this Argu- 

ment of Mr. Warburton’s with that of Mo/fes. 
It Mr. Warburton fays, that a future State ts fup- 
pofed as the Foundation and Support .of Religion ; 
the fame may be faid with Regard to the Religion 
taught by AZ/es, and proved by altogether as ftrong 
Arguments from Mo/fes’s Writings, But Mr. War- 
bu ton fhould have been very exprefs in his Proof, 
that Religion and a future State were infeparable, be- 
caufe he contends that Mo/es actually kept them dif- 
tinct. And by making, as he does, a future State 
effential to Religion tn general, and ‘contending that 
the Yews were not taught a future State, he muft af- 
fert, if he is confiftent, that the Heathen Legiflators 
taught Religion, but that Mo/es gave his People no 
Religion at all.--But neither, without very exprefs 
Proof, ought Mr. Warburton to fuppofe that the 
Pe ple of the Yews did not believe a future State 5 
for Mr. Warburton himlelf has laid it down, that 
it was univerfally believed by the People throughout 
the whole Earth, and that even before Civil Policy 
was in{ticuted; and their Legiflator Mo/es is allowed 
to have believed it; and if their not being taught it 
by Mo/es is an Argument that they had it not, the 
fame will prove, that the People to whom Zaleuchus 
and Charondas gave Laws had ic not; fince it has 
been fhewed, they are no more exprefs in that Doc- 
trine 
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trine than Adofes. And there is particular Reafon to 
imagine that they did believe a future State; becaufe 
it is acknowledged by Mr. Warburton and prove- 
able from Mofes, that they believed a feparate Exi- 
{tence of the Soul, or that it furvived the Body, and 
that with a Confcioufnefs of what is doing upon 
Earth ; becaufe a future State was the national Belief, 
as Mr. Warburton allows, of all civilized Countries 
throughout all Antiquity; and becaufe the Fecws 
were defcended of fome who had this national Be- 
lief. How highly improbable therefore is it, that 
they fhould not believe what was fo nearly related to 
what they confeffedly did belicve, and what their 
Forefathers and their Law-giver believed? --- The 
Truth is, it was a Doétrine univerfally believed, by 
Fews and Gentiles ; and, therefore, by their refpective 
Legiflators looked upon as an acknowledged Prin- 
ciple, and fo not neceffary to be inferted into 
their refpective Laws. Such Points as were to make 
the zasional Religion, (not what was uxiver{a!ly ree 
ceived, and believed to be true) what was ufeful to 
the Stare, and fo far as it was ufeful, both Mo/es 
and other Legiflators admitted into the Body ot their 
Laws; but further than that, neither he nor they 
concerned themfelves. This perhaps is the Reafon 
why a future State is not more particularly infifted 
upon by Mof/es. 

Burt there is another Step, fays Mr. Warburton, in 
the Conduct of the old Legiflators, which fhews 
what Strefs they laid upon the Belief of a Provi- 
dence in its full Extent ; and that is, their infticuting 
the Myfteries, to affirm and eftablifth this Doétrine, 
Now if Mr. Warburton means that al the old | e- 
giflators ufed this particular Method, that this is not 
true is moft indifputable. There were none at ‘ome, 
for inftance, till after Romulus and Numa. But Jet 
it be fome of them enly. --- If the End of the My- 
fteries was to affirm and eftablifh the general Doétrine 
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of a Providence, as Mr. Warburton afierts, then, ac- 
cording to Mr. Warburton’s own Account, they 
were ufelefs, becaufe a Providence inits full Extene 
was taught in the Laws. But Mr, Warburton has 
undeniably proved their Ufefulnefs ; therefore, upon 
his own Principles, they were not inftituted to affirm 
and eftablifh the general Doétrine of a Providence, 
But neither were they, as he fays, invented by Le- 
giflators, but by Philofophers: This is attefted by 
Clemens Alexandrinus. Nor yet were the only Pro- 
pagators of them in Afa and Greece, as he affirms, 
Kings or Law-givers; for Herodotus tells us, the 
Myfteries of Ceres were brought out of egypt, and 
taught in Peloponnefus, by the Daughters of Danaus, 
and Livy affures us, they were brought into Jtaly and 
propagated there by obfcure private Perfons. --- But 
granting chat all who propagated thefe Myfteries 
were Legiflators, yet this is far from proving that the 
teaching by Myfteries a future State was the Praétice 
of all Legiflators. Zaleuchus and Charondas have 
no more fpoken about them, than about a Provi- 
dence in its full Exteot; fo that Mo/es and They are 
{till upon the fame Footing.---From the Invention of 
Myfteries, the Defign of which was to explain the 
particular Doétrine of a Providence, as extending to 
Punifhments or Rewards in a future Life, this Con- 
Clufion may be drawn, that the Legiflators never 
made a future State the Sanétion of their Laws, nor 
prefaced their Infticutions with the Doétrine of a Pro- 
vidence in its full Extent. 

To review then the Point to be proved by Mr, 
Warburton, which was, that Religion or a future 
State was thought neceffary to the well-being of So- 
ciety, by all the old Legiflators. This, fays he, 
appears from their Conduct. For firft, they pretend- 
ed an extraordinary Revelation from God 3 but that 
this was for Civil Purpofes, not for any Religious one, 
notwithftanding Mr. Warburton’s Reafonings, he 
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himfelf has owned in the Inftances of Pythagoras 
and Lycurgus. Secondly, he fays, a Providence in its 
full Extent, was the conftant Sanction of their Laws. 
But this has been fhewed not to have been the Cafe 
with any one of thofe he has produced ; and appears 
to have been done at leaft as much by Mo/es as by 
any of them. Thirdly, he afferts, the Myfteries were 
invented and propagated to inculcate the Belief of a 
future State. But neither were they all Legiflators who 
propagated thefe Myfteries, nor did all Legiflators 
inculcate the Belief of a future State. If Mr. War- 
burton argues they all taught the Exiftence of God, 
therefore Religion, therefore a future State ; either this 
Conneétion is neceffary or not, if not, it does not 
prove his Point, if it is neceffary, then this will be 
a conclufive Argument that Mo/es likewife taught a 
future Stare. So that Mo/es having done the fame 
that other Legiflators did, the Demonftration of his 
Divine Legation, from the Medium of no future 
State, will be equally for them and for him. 

Befides the Inftances produced by Mr. Warburton 
of Legiflators, who are fuppofed to have prefaced 
their Laws with the Doétrine of a Providence in its 
full Extent, viz. Zaleuchus, Charondas, and Cicero, 
and who it has been fhewed did no where teach it in 
their Laws, there are other Legiflators who it is cer- 
tain did no more teach it than they; as is very evi- 
dent from what is lefe us relating to the Laws of 
Triptolemus, Draco, Solon, or otf Minos. But fup- 
pofing it could be proved they did teach this Doc- 
trine of a Providence in its full Extent ; before the 
Propofition can be afferted of a// Legiflators, Mr, 
Warburton, in order to make his Demontftration 
compleat, ought to fhew the fame of other Legifla- 
tors, of whom we have nothing remaining but their 
Names. We know more of the Roman Law and Le- 
giflatorsthan of any other Nation, except the fews s 
and yet neither in the Laws of Romulus or Numa, 
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of which there are not a few relating to facred 
Things, is there any mention of a future State, or of 
a Providence in its full Extent. Nor is there men- 
tion of either God, or of a Providence, in any of 
the Laws of the twelve Tables. Mo/es therefore is 
upon the fame Footing with all thefe Legiflators 
and either all of them, or none, were divinely com- 
miffioned, fo far as the Thing can be proved from 
the Medium of the Omiffion of a future State. 


The Double Doétrine of the Philofophers 
confidered. 


S to what Mr. Warburton has advanced con- 
cerning the Double Doétrine of the ancient 
Philofophers ; He feems to be as much miftaken, as 
he was in his Account of the Conduét of the ancient 
Legiflators. If we enquire what the Ancients faid 
about the Exoteric and E/foteric Dotrines, their firft 
Diftinétion was taken from the Per/ous to whom the 
Philofophers read their Lectures. Gellius is very 
exprefs in this Point, --- The Philofophers had twa 
Sorts of Scholars, thofe who paid them for their In- 
ftruction, and were more immediately their Difci- 
ples, and thofe who came promifcuoufly to hear them 
in public without paying. Now the Doétrine they 
taught the former at Home, was called their E/o- 


teric Doétrine, their Acroatics being taught toi teow 5 


what they taught in common was Exoteric, being 
delivered toc e£wrepixcic, as appears from Axdronicus 
upon Ariffotle; and Clemens Alexandrinus makes 
Common and Exoteric the fame. If the E/oteric Doc- 
trines were written, they were finifhed Performances, 
treating of the Subject in the deepeft and fulleft 
Manner; and this is attefted by Plutarch and Gel- 

dius. 
Another Ground of Diftinétion was from the Mat- 
ter of thefe Dilcourfes, Geilius is very exprefs that 
thofe 
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thofe Difcourfes that treated of Rhetoric, or of Civil 
Affairs, were Exoteric;, thofe that treated of the pro- 
found Parts of Philofophy, E/oteric, And the Times 
of reading them were different, the latter being read, 
as Gellius aflures us, in the Morning, the former at 
an Evening. 

That this Diftinétion of Exoteric and E/oteric Doc- 
trines, as being, the one, thofe Doétrines that were 
taught in Public in a more diffufe Manner; the other, 
thofe that were taught in Private to the Scholars, 
properly fo called, which related to the profounder 
Parts of Philofophy, and were treated of in a ful- 
ler and more accurate Manner, is the true one, Mr. 
Warburton himfelf has in one Place (p. 123) granted; 
and it appears evidently from the Letters of dlex- 
ander and 4riftotle to each other, The former of 
which complains, that 4riffotie, by publifhing his 
Acroatics, would make others, who had not been 
his Pupils, as wife as himfelf [ Alexander] was: and 
the latter replies, that tho’ they were publifhed, they 
were as unpublifhed, for that they would be under- 
f{tood by thofe only who had been his Scholars, and 
had heard him deliver them. What now were thele 
Acroatics, but thofe Depths of Knowledge wherewith 
Ariftotle himfelf was acquainted, (and fo Plutarch 
explains it) and which (let the Science be what it 
would, Phyficsor Metaphyfics) Aiexander calls a 
Knowledge of the bef Things, for which he prefer- 
ed Ariftotie even to his own Father? Could then this 
Acroatic, this E/foteric Doctrine, (for it is that in 
which Alexander had been inftructed by Ariftotie, 
and about which he is writing) be, as Mr. Warbur- 
ton aflerts, a Non-belicf of a God, or of the Gods, 
or of a future State; and that even contrary to what, 
by Mr. Warburton’s own Conceffion, all Legifle- 
tors, Sages, Priefts, Philofophers, publickly taughr, 
and People throughout the whole Earth univerfally 
believed? Or could this poffibly be a Doétrine com- 
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mitted to his young Pupil, the very reverfe of which 
Notions was for the good of Society, and theretore 
inculcated? Could it be, that Alexander fhould call 
thofe Notions def? that he fhould fay they were 
what tended to make him live well? and for which 
he preferred his Teacher to his Father. 

But moreover; would the Fathers of the Church, 
who were fo zealous againft the Heathens, and knew 
the double Doétrine, and neglected no Opportunity 
of endeavouring to make them lightly efteemed; 
would they have negleéted fuch an Opportunity of 
depreciating thefe Heathens, as they certainly had, if 
it had been ufual with them to teach what they them- 
felves did not believe? But fo far were they from 
that, that they vindicate the double Doéirine in the 
Senfe above explained, as covering fome Doctrines 
with Veils which the common People could not fee 
thro’. Clemens is very exprefs in this Particular, 
without the leaft Hint of their Difbelief of what they 
taught. Nay, he evidently fuppofes, that a real be- 
Jieved Truth was concealed under the allegorica! 
Veils; and defines the double Doétrine to be, what 
was fpoken out clearly, and what was covered from 
the many. And fo does Mr. Warburion himfeit 
elfewhere. (p. 123) 

Now, who can do otherwife than look upon Mr. 
Warburton’s Account of this double Doérine, as if 
it was a Difbelief of what the Philofophers taughr, 
as “*a moft licentious Paradox”? As if the Ancients 
underftood neither their own Words nor Practices. 
Elpecially as Mr. Warburton has produced no one 
expre's Paflage from any of the Antients to prove 
their Difbelief of their Exoteric Doétrines. And 
tho’ Diogenes Laertius and Albinus have been parti- 
cular in dividing Plato’s Works under Heads, they 
never mention any fuch Notion as “what P/ato taught 
and difbelieved 5 or taught and did believe”. And 
what were called the Secrets of Jfocrares, Laértius 
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informs us, were not what he difbelieved, but his 
private Objervations on the Manner and Art of 
ipeaking. . And though the Philofophers might not 
believe the Fables or Allegories which they made 
ufe of in their Difcourfes, and which they ufed in Or- 
der to adapt their Diicourfes to the Apprehen- 
fions of their Hearers, that they might thereby 
teach them what they themfelves believed, this 
ought no more to be treated as if they difbelived 
the Truths alluded to in thefe Allegories, than the 
Ufe of Parables in the New Teftament will prove 
the Difbelief of the Teachers of Chriftianity of the 
Doétrines they meant to inculcate by their Parables. 
It no more follows that Chriftians who do not be- 
lieve the new Yerujalem to be built of precious 
Stones, or Hell to be fed with Brimftone, do not 
believe a future State, than that Plato difbelieved 
it, becaufe he difbelieved what he faid about Styx 
and Acheron. 

But farther : The Doétrine of a future State was nei- 
ther an E/iteric nor Exoteric¢ in itfelf, but might be ei- 
ther according to the Perfons to whom, and Manner 
in which it was taught. This appears from the Ex- 
plication already given of thofe two Terms; fo that, 
fuppofing Mr. Warburton has rightly ranged Plato’s 
Pieces under their refpective Heads, as to their be- 
ing E/foterical or Exoterical, yet Plato’s Belief or 
Difbelief, in this refpe¢ét, cannot be proved from 
thence, fince it is the Perfons whom he teaches, 
and the Manner in which he treats his Subject, and 
the fubjecét Matter, that alone denominate them one 
or other. Nor can fome of thofe Books, for In- 
ftance, of Laws, or his Phaedon, which contain 
the moft fublime and fubtil Reafonings, not at all 
adapted to vulgar Capacities, be therefore properly 
reckoned, as Mr. Warburton has done, amongft the 
Exoterick, Nay, by Mr. Warburton’s own Ac- 
count, they are not Exoterical, for by that they con- 
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feffedly contain what Plato himfelf believed, And 
even though they were, yet there may be, and cer- 
tainly are, if thefe Books are exoterical, e/oteric No- 
tions in exoteric Books; and it is this Mixture of 
both in the fame Book, that probably has been a 
Reafon why his Books have never been divided 
into the general Claffes of E/oterical and Exoterical. 

The Point which Mr. Warburton was to prove, 
was, that Plato did not believe a future State. 
This he would gather from hence, that thofe Trea- 
tifes in which there is any mention of it, are Exo- 
terica!,; but that they are Exoterical he gathers prin- 
cipally, if not folely, from their treating of that 
Doétrine ; but this is firft to take for granted, con- 
trary to the Determinations of Antiquity, that their 
treating of a future State denominates them Exo- 
terical, and then to conclude that they are Exo- 
terical becaufe they treat of a future State. But it 
is highly credible that the Philofophers not only 
taught, but believed their own Doétrines, becaufe 
their Characters muft otherwife have been a Come 
plication of Hypocrify, Diffimulation, and Dif- 
honefty ; Vices which it is undeniable they heartily 
detefted. 

But Mr. Warburton produces three genera) Rea- 
fons to prove, That the Philofophers taught what 
they did not believe.— The firft is, that /7/] main- 
tained that every one fhould adhere to the Religion 
of his Country ; and in Confequence of this, that 
it was lawful to deceive for the public Good ; and 
the Proof he brings of this is from Sca@vola, Varro, 
and Macrobius. But firft, from thefe Premifes ic 
cannot follow that, notwithftanding the People every 
where believed a future State, which Mr. Warbur- 
ton allows, all the Philofophers difbelieved a future 
State. Secondly, every National Religion is a par- 
ticular Form of Religion, but the Belief of a fu- 
ture State made no Part of a national Religion as 
{uch 
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fuch. So that a Man might confiftently maintain, 
that every one fhould adhere to the national Reli- 
gion, and yet not at all difbelieve a future State, or 
concern himéelf with it, as being not national) but 
univerfal. Thirdly, Scevola and /arro might very 
naturally think, that the Inconveniencies from not 
adhering to the national Religion would be more 
than a Ballance for the Benefit that would arife 
from a Change, at the fame Time that they might 
confiftently allow fome particulars in the national 
Religion to be wrong, and yet believe the main 
Points of Religion in general to be true. What parti- 
culars they difapproved are not to be gather’d from 
fuch general Words, and we cannot therefore thence 
conclude, it was the general Doctrine of a future State 
thac they difbelieved. But farther, we know the 
particular Point of which Scevola {peaks was, that 
fome of the national Gods had been Men. -- Fourth- 
ly, Macrosius is much mifreprefented. He fays 
not a Word about the Philofophers believing one 
thing, and teaching another: Nor about Lying for 
the public Good : But fuppofes Fable to be only a 
Method of conveying Truth, And Mr. Warbur- 
ton has corrupted the Text of Macrobius to make 
him fpeak what he wanted. 

Mr. Warburton’s fecond general Reafon to prove, 
That the Philofophers taught what they did not be- 
Jieve, is taken from their actual Practice, in ufing an 
Exoteric and Efoteric Doctrine. But Mr. War- 
burton {ays here exprefly, that ic was the fame Doc- 
trine, only handled differently, popularly and 
fcientifically. From hence then, no Conclufion can 
be made, that they did not believe their own Doc- 
trine ; and inftead of giving any direct Proof of 
the Point in Hand, he has added fomething which 
relates not at all to it, about the Progrefs of the 
Greek Philofophy. 

Fis third Reafon is, That they pratifed this dou- 
ble Doétrine, with Regard to the Doétrine of a 
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future State. But till the double Doétrine be fhewed 
to imply, that they who ufed it difbelieved what they 
taught, even though Mr. Warburton could prove 
this Poinr, it will make nothing to his Purpofe. 

After thefe general Reafons, Mr. Warburton pro- 
ceeds to Particulars, in which he does not produce 
one Faét to fhew that Plato, for Inftance, difbelieved 
what he faid ; and the utmoft that can be concluded 
from what he has produced ts, that Plato did not 
believe the popular Opinions of a future State, bue 
not that he difbelieved the Thing itfelf. 

Mr. Warburton has moreover affigned five par- 
ticular Reafons to prove that Plato did not believe 
@ future State. The firft of them is direétly con- 
tradiéted by the third. The Second is, That the 
Immortality of the Soul which Plato believed, was 
taken from Arguments not moral but natural; con- 
fequently he only believed a feparate Exiftence. 
But Plato in the fame Books fpeaks of the Re- 
wards and Punifhments of another Life. Now in 
this Cafe, we have the very fame Reafon to ima- 
gine he believed both the feparate Exiftence, and 
the State of Rewards and Punifhments, as we have 
to imagine he believed either: And the Argue 
ments in the firft Cafe will at leaft as ftrongly 
prove thefe Beoks to be E/oterical, and fo believed ; 
as thofe in the latter will prove them Exoterical, 
and fo not believed. 

The firit Reafon was, That the Platonic Philofo- 
phy was entirely Pythagorean, and the third is, 
That it was not fo, but different; and that the Dif- 
ference was an Addition to it, namely, that the 
Tranfition of the Soul was in Order to a Purga- 
tion ; for that impure Souls, by Reafon of their Po!- 
jutions could not reafcend to the Place from whence 
they came. Now this can be nothing but a mo- 
ral Defignation, a punifhing thofe which were ime 
pure ’cll they were made capable of being re- 
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ceived into the Place from whence they came, 
or to a State of greater Happinefs. But from this 
Addition, it can by no Means be gathered, that 
Plato did not believe a future State of Rewards and 
Punifhments. Nor can it be faid that this Tranf- 
migration or Reafcent was neceffary; for, by Mr. 
Warburton’s own Reprefentation, it depended upon 
their Fitnefs or Unfitnefs, which was determined 
only by the Morality or Immorality of Men. 

Mr. Warburton’s fourth Reafon is, That Plato 
taught a future State as if he had a Mind to be 
believed ; now, being a great Refiner, he would noe 
have done fo, had he believed it, but would have 
refined that, as he did the Doétrine of the Eternity 
of the Soul. But this fuppofes, not proves, that Plato 
refined whatever he believed. And the Pafflage Mr. 
Warburton produces from Plato, as confeffing he 
talked in Jeft, when he {peaks of a future State of Hap- 
pinefs, Mr. /V2rburton has much miftaken, as there 
is nothing in that, or in any other Paffage, of his 
being in Jeft when he fpeaks about a future Hap- 
pinefs; but, on the contrary, he here afferts that 
he did conftantly and uniformly affirm that good 
Men will be hereafter happy. Nor is therea fingle 
Word of a Refolution into the 7¢ ¢&, which, how- 
ever, if it were meant, would make againft what 
Mr. Warburton brings it for, unlefs he will con- 
tradiét what Plato undeniably afferts.— Mr. War- 
burton’s \a{t Reafon is, That the Ancients, (and he 
inftances in Chryfippus, Strabo, and Celfus) allow 
that Plato did not believe what he taught. Now 
(not to mention that Mr. HW’arburton had allowed 
his Opinion to be new) Mr. Warburton infers what 
by no Means follows, that Chry/ippus did not think 
Plato believed a future State, becaufe he blamed 
Platv’s Judgment in his Manner of ferving the 
Caufe of Virtue by Terrors. And as to Strabo, 
his Teftimony is nothing to the Purpofe, becaufe 
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he finds Fault with P/ato as much in the particular 
of the Soul’s Immortality, which Plato is acknow- 
Jedged to believe, as in that of a future Judgment. 
And that the Paffage of Cel/us does not imply 
that he thought P/aso difbelieved a future State, is 
evident at firft Sight. 

There is a very remarkable Paffage in the Gor- 
gias, which, in its natural and eafy Interpretation, 
afferts clearly and fully a future State of Rewards 
and Punifhments: But to avoid this, Mr. War- 
burton invents from it an Ecclefiaftical Jurifdiction 
with coaétive Power ; and then that coaétive Power 
extended to the Power of Life and Death; and 
then this imaginary Ecclefiaftical Jurifdiétion gave 
Birth to a Fable, wherein no Mention is made or 
Yint given about Ecclefiaftical Jurifdiction, orPriefts; 
and la(tly, what is fuppofed to be in the Fable, and 
is not, about predicting the Day of a Criminal’s 
Death, means, the inflicting capital Punifhmentg 
which likewife is not in the Fable, nor any thing 
fimilar to it. 


The Nature of the Jewith Theocracy con. 
fidered, 


R. Warburton, after having confidered the 

Nature of the Fewi/h Theocracy, as a Com- 
mon-wealth in which their Civil Policy and Religiori 
were intimately united, God himfelf being their Le- 
giflator; proceeds to treat of the Duration of this 
Theocracy ; and of an extraordinary Providence over 
particular Perfons. 

As to the firft of thefe, Mr. Warburton plainly 
implies, chat Dr. Spencer fuppofed the Theocracy to 
nave ended with the Judges, or at fartheft with the 
Captivity ; and yet Dr. Spencer direétly afferts, that 
it continued in fome Degree to the laft Times of 
their Policy. — As to the eftablifhing and abro. 
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gating the Theoracy, Dr. Spencer imagines them 
both co have been by Degrees; which Mr, War- 
burtos calls a Conceit highly abfurd, as God was 
the Leg fior. But where is the Abfurdity, when 
God tovk the Zews immediately under his Pro- 
t: tion ac the Time he delivered them out of Evypr ; 
and, at the Hore Covenant, became in the fuileft 
Manner their King? And as to the gradual Abro- 
gation, Mr. Warburton himfelf exprefly mentions 
a gradual Withdrawing of the extraordinary Pro- 
vidence from the Fews. 

Dr. Spencer maintains, confiftently throughout, 
that the Theocracy continued to the Time of Chrift, 
Mr. Warburton afferts the fame, and yet he direé&t- 
ly afferts that the extraordinary Providence ceafed 
after the Settlement of the Zews, upon their Re- 
turn from their Captivity, and brings an Argu- 
mnt to prove it was entircly cealed at leait 183 
Years before Chrift. 

Dr. Spencer dated the Abatement of the Theo- 
cracy from the End of the Time of the Judges, 
and ads, that it was more impaired in Sau/ and 
David's Time. Mr. Warburton fays, this is incon- 
fiftent with his Affertion, that it continued to the 
Time of Chrift; as if a gradual Abatement implied 
a total Ceffation. But then Mr. Warburton not on- 
Jy owns, that, when the People demanded a King, 
there was a great Abatement of the Vigour of 
the extraordinary Providence, but plainly afferts 
that ic totally ceafed after the Captivity ; that it was 
long ceaied before the Author of Eccle/ia/ticus lived ; 
nay, that @ priori it was to be known it would 
ceafe long before Chrift; and yet he has laid it 
down as the Point he would prove, that it con- 
tinued quite to the Time of Chrift. 

Mr. Warburtows fecond Objcétion againft Dr. 
Spencer is, on Account of his Arguments for che 
Abolition of the Zbeocracy, taken from the _— 
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of the Urim and ITbummim, &c. and the defpotie 
Power of the Kings. But Dr. Spencer has no Ars 
guments for the Abolition of the Theocracy before 
Chrift ; and from the Difufe of Urim and Thummim 
in Solomon's Time, he only concludes it nearer to 
a difappearing ; for he allows it to have continued 
above athouland Years after that. And {rom the 
defpotic Power of the Kings after So/omon, cannot 
be concluded the Abolition of the Theocracy, but 
only the Declenfion of it ; God did not then a& 
fo immediately as the Governor of J/rae/, but the 
Kings aéted arbitrarily by their own Will, contrary 
to Truth and Right. 

Mr. Warburton has a third Objection againft 
Dr. Spencer ; but this arifes wholly from Mr. Wars 
burton’s mifunderftanding the Meaning of Dr. Spen- 
cer when he fpeaks of the Abrogation of God’s 
Government ; by which he evidently means, not 
that the Theocracy ceafed, but that it received an 
Abatement and Alteration. 

But befides this general extraodinary Providence, 
Mr. Warburton contends fecondly, that there was 
a particular Providence, fo that no Obferver of 
the Law miffed his Reward, nor any Tranfgreffor 
thereof his Punifhment. But, even in the Times 
of the Judges and of the Kings, there are in Scrip« 
ture frequent, ftrong, and general Complaints of 
the Inequality of Providence towards particulars ; 
and paticular Inftances thereof, even as high as 
the Days of Fofua, when it is agreed the Zheo- 
cracy was at its full Height. — Mr. Warburton en- 
deavours to account for thefe upon another Footing 
than of an unequal Providence. He fays, firft, 
that this Inequality which the fewi/h Writers men- 
tion, was amongft their heathen Neighbours. But 
this cannot be, for when the P/almif/t fays he envied 
the Foolifh, he cannot mean among the Heathen, 
for being, acording to Mr. Warburton, under the 
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immediate Providence of God, he received the Be- 
nefit of his own Goodnefs, fo there could be no 
Ground for envying their Profperity ; nor could 
he offend againft the Fews, ashe fays he fhould, if, 
in thefe Circumftances, he declared an unequal! Pro- 
vidence amongft their Pagan Neighbours; tor whe- 
ther this was fo or not amongit them, the Jews 
ftill knew that God was their King, and that it was 
not fo with them. The Words in Evciefic/fes are 
full and univerfal as poffible, without any :xception 
again{t an equal particular Providence. 

But Mr. (Varburton afigns a fecand Solution of 
the Difficulty, namely, particular Men, he fays, 
complain of Inequalities of Events, which were in- 
deed the Effects of a moft «qual Providence, of 
Children fulfering for their Parents, and Subjeéts 
for their Kings. Now Mr. Warburton’s own Def- 
nition of an equal particular Providence is, that no 
Tranfgreffor could efcape Punifhment, nor good 
Man be withour Reward. How then could it be 
that the guilty Parenrs or Kings did not fuffer, and 
that the innocent Children and Subje&ts did? To 
transier Guilt can never be the Effect of the 
moft equal Providence. Nor does it help the 
Difficulty, that by this Means Men were to be kept 
from Wickednefs, who would not be prevailed 
upon by perfonal temporal Evil; for an equal 
Providence might as effectually prevent ir by per- 
fonal Calamities, or at leaft by Death ; or however 
could not take this Method confiftently with an 
Infticution, where no Tranfgreffor is to efcape Pu- 
nifhment, no Obferver of the Law is to mifs his 
Reward. And whatever be the Cafe of human 
Laws, where the Neceffity of Affairs fometimes o- 
bliges Men to aét thus, it cannot be the Cafe, 
where the previous Point is, that Innocence, by 
Means of a particular Providence, is fure of a Pro- 
tection, and Wickednefs attended with certain Sufs 
fering, This equal Providence, Mr. Warburton 
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fays, was to fupply the Want of a future State, — 
Sad Supply! that becaufe there was no future State 
taught, the Innocent fhould fufferon Account of the 
Guilty. Mr. Warburton fays that the Fathers had 
no natural Claim to thefe extraordinary Bleffings, 
and fo upon their Violation of the Conditions up- 
on which thefe Bleffings were given, the extraor- 
dinary Bleffings might in Equity be withdrawn from 
their Children. But though they had nota na- 
tural Claim, they had what was as good, a Pro- 
mife; and if they themfelves performed the Condi- 
tions, by Virtue of that Promife, whatever had 
been the Actions of the Father, they were not 
to mifs their Reward, under an equal Providence. 
If they did, the Covenant between them and 
God was not preferved on God’s Part, which can- 
not be fuppofed. 

Mr. Warburton’s third Solution of the Difficulty 
arifing from the frequent Complaints of the Ine- 
quality of Providence, is, that the Adminiftra- 
tion of an equal Providence muft needs be fuch 
as to Occafion thefe Obfervations of Inequality ; 
that is, in plain Terms, an equal Providence muft 
needs be obferved to be unequal; that is cannot be 
adminift-red at all. Good and ill, fays Mr. War- 
burton would happen fometimes unequally by a cor- 
rupt or remifs Adminiftration of the Laws. But, 
in this Cafe, under an equal Providence, this 
might eafily be remedied, cither by Punifhment 
froin the particular Providence, on the Offender 
or corrupt Migiftrate, or by difplacing fuch 
Magiftrate, or by never admitting any that 
would be fo corrupt. And whatever Mr, Warbur- 
ton may fuppofe, as if Providence, in thefe Cafes, 
did not interfere, till the corrupt Adminiftration 
itfelt, when ripe for Vengeance, had been pu- 
nifhed ; unlefs the Interpofition of Providence was 
very /peedy and common, many Tranfgreffors would by 
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their Death efcape Punifhment, and many good 
Men would lofe the Fruits of their Goodnets, 

Mr. Warburton fays, the Wicked were fuffered as 
Scourges for the Wicked ; it may be added, that 
they fcourged the righteous too, for this is ftrongly 
attefted by the Pfalmift, who is very exprefs like- 
wife that thefe Scourges were not the Heathen 
Neighbours. 

Mr. Warburton fays, that the particular Provicence 
fometimes interfered with the general one of the State; 
but this is only a Proof that fuch a particular Provi- 
dence as he is fpeaking of, cannot be adminiftred at 
all by a wife Being, becaufe it cannot be adminiftred 
without an Inconfiftency, without a clafhing of the 
particular and general Providence; but the general 
Providence was certainly promifed by God when he 
took upon himfelf the Government. 

Laftly, Mr. Warburton fays, that fometimes the 
extraordinary Providence was fufpended ; that thisSuf- 
penfion was publickly denounced ; was a fevere Pu- 
nifhment, by leaving the Fews ina difconfolate Con- 
dition, the End of which was for a national Repentance; 
and hence arofe their Complaints, But firft, the Proofs 
produced for this public denouncing a Sufpenfion, evi- 
dently make not the leaft mention of a particular 
Providence ; and, fecondly, granting they prove it ; 
if by leaving them in a difconfolate Condition it 
was a fevere Punifhment, it was fo to all the Fews ; 
and thefe Complaints muft be from a// the Jews, 
for, according to Mr. Warburton, none of them be- 
lieved a future State. But there is not an Inftance 
of any evil Men’s Complaint of the Sufpenfion of 
an extraordinary Providence; nor had they any 
Reafon to complain, for it was no Punifhment to 
them, but, on the contrary, what they would moft 
defire: For having no Hopes or Fears of a future 
State, they might perfevere in their Wickednefs 
and be fafe. Nay, the Sufpenfion would have been 
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an Encouragement to them to do fo. The Good 
alone would have juft Reafon to complain, becaufe 
God having engaged to give Bleflings to a'l fuch, 
by fuch Sulpention, they were now no longer ene 
titled tothem , and to them alone therefore it would 
be a fevere Punifhment; who fuffered moreover not 
upon their own Account, but becaufe of the bad 5 
and that under an equal Providence. 

But Mr, Warburton adds a fourth general Solu- 
tion, viz. that thele Complaints arofe from the gradual 
withdrawing the exiraordinary Providence, Now 
this Abatement mutt either mean that temporal Good 
and Evil were not conftantly adminiftred to the 
Good and Bad, which is a direct Inequality of 
Providence, or elfe that /o great Good and Evil 
was not conftantly difpenfed, and that for five hun- 
dred Years together, but this Mr. Warburton has 
not fo much as attempted to prove. And as to the 
Paffages that Mr. Warburton produces, to evidence 
that the extraordinary Providence revived after the 
Retnrn from Captivity, they evidently imply nothing 
more than a promifed Bleffing to the ews nationally 
confidered, which is very diferent from the equal 
Providence they were meant to prove, 


Sir Isaac NewrTon’s Chronology vindicated. 


HEN Mr. Warburton comes to confider 

Sir dfaac Newton's Chronology ; previous 
to his Attempt to confute Sir //zac’s Syitem, he 
has made two Obfervations.— Firft, concerning the 
Nature of his Syitem.— Secondly, concerning the 
Quality of his Evidence. 

Firlt, with Regard to the Nature of the Syftem, 
Mr Warburton oblerves, that the Annals of Zgypt, 
as may be feen by Hercdotus, Diodorus, &c are 
exprefly and invariably for the realDiverfity of Ofrts 
and Sefoiris. But firlt, Herodotus never pretends 
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that he either copied the gyptian Annals, or 
learnt from them, before he comes to the Days of 
Pfammittichus; but fays frequently, that he had learnt 
what he relates of their old Affairs upon the Cre- 
dit of their Priefts.— Secondly, it is certain he did 
not ; for Manetho, who unqueftionably wrote from 
{uch facred Books of the #gyptians as thele were, 
refutes Herodotus as relating falfely the gyprian 
Affairs. -— Thirdly, Diodorus and Herodotus differ 
in fo many particulars, that it is impoffible both 
fhould have copied from the fame Annals. Not to 
mention now, that there are xo Annals that fix the 
precife Period when either Ofiris or Sefofirts lived. 
Mr. Warburton fays indeed, that the Hiftory of 
Axgypt, confifted of the Authentick Records of an 
active and learned Priefthood. But then he himfelf 
immediately afterwards allows, that thefe fame Hi- 
ftorians extended back their Annals to an unreafon- 
able length of Time; than which there needs not 
a fuller Conceffion that their Annals were Matter 
of Invention, And if this be fo, it is furely the pro- 
per Bufinefs of a Chronologer to bring back fuch 
extended Periods to their due Date. This extend- 
ing back, Mr. Warburton fays, was their only Tranf- 
ereffion againft Truth ; but foon after they are re- 
prefented as inventing Fables, and throwi.g a gene- 
ral Confufion over the Hiftories of their ancient 
Heroes, bringing their Births even lower than their 
certainly recorded Worfhip. Now what is this, 
but that thefe authentic Annals were corrupted both 
backwards and forwards? And thefe Corruptors, 
Mr. Warburton calls Matters of their Trade, and 
Owns that it was with peculiar Skill they invented 
a Set of Fables—What thefe Annals were we may 
learn from Syncellus, who fays the Agyptians com- 
piled a long and trifling Mythology of their Gods 
and Heroes. And Mr. Warburton owns the Igno- 
rance of the Grecians in the Agyptian Affairs ; they 
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not living ‘till long after the Times in Qu ftion, 
when the ancient and public Records ot Agypt 
were deftroyed. And how authentic they were ap- 
pears from the very great Difference in the Ac- 
counts of fuch Hitlorians as wrie of thofe Times. 
If H-rodotus could not copy the authentic Records, 
becaufe they were deftroyed, much lefs could they 
who came after him. They could only write irom 
what Mr. Wa: burton allows to be and calls forged 
Records. 

The fecond previous Obfervation Mr. Warburton 
makes, concerns the Quality of Sir J/zac’s Evidence, 
which is, he fays, cheifly the fabulous Hiftory of 
Greece, as delivered by Priefts and Mythologifts. — 
But though thefe may abound with Fallehoods, 
the Hiltory of gypt does much more fo, in which 
there is an Account of thirty thoufand Years which 
is all falfe. And what tho? much of the Grecian 
Hiftory is fabulous, if a fagacious Wricer can trace, 
from Circumftances, an Account of Times, agree- 
able to the Courfe of Nature, the Nature of i hings, 
the facred Hiftory, andto other the beft Hiftorians, 
fuch Evidence may fatrly be admitted. And it is 
this Sir //aac has endeavoured to do. They who 
relate Fabies may be creditec in what appears not to 
be Fable. If in thefe Enquiries no Ule was to be 
made of the Poets and Scholtafts, Truth in Chro- 
nology would be in vain fought for, as there would 
remain but Jittle Foundation for Chronology or 
Hiftory, Bue Mr YW ardurion himfelf has thought 
thefe of fuch Authority, as to have mace Ute of 
them himfelf in his Account of the Myftcries. How- 
ever, he has owned that the Hiftorians of Greece 
and AZ¢ypt are another Part of Sir J/aac’s Evidence ; 
but that Sir /fzac will not hear them out. Asa 
Syftem of chronological Truth muft be taken from 
the whole, neither is Sir [/aac to take every Thing 
for Truth that every particular Hittorian advances ; 


and 








Art 12 For NOVEMBER, 1743. 345 


and Mr Warburton owns that they faltely improved 
certain Faéts and Mifiakcs. 

After thefe Mr. Warburton proceeds to invali- 
date Sir //zac’s Opinion, that Ofris, Sefoffris, and 
Bacchus, were the fame. which he gathered from 
the famenefs of Particulars attributed to them all, 
To this Mr. Warburto. an{wers, that there are ma- 
ny particulars in which two confefledly different 
Kings agree; and Inftances in King Artbyr and 
Wiliam tne Conqueror. But this atects not Sir 
Hfaac?’s Argument, whole Strength confifts in this, 
that chere was but ove ALvyptian King that reigned 
over all Avypt, Arbiopia, and Lybia, ’uil after 
the Expulfion of the Shepherds, and yer all thefe 
three are faid to have done fo, ‘That Ofiris con- 
quered and reigned over AL¢/tvpia and Lybia is at- 
tefted by Dovorus, that Se/.fris conquered and 
reigned over Athiopia and Lybia, and was the fi/t 
and only Acgyntian that did fo, is attefted by Hercvdo- 
tus and Strabo; they are therefore the fame Perfon. 
And tho’ it fhould be granted, which yet Mr, 
Warburton has afferted without giving a fingle In- 
ftance in Proor, that it was an A gyplian Cuttom to 
call their earlier Heroes by the Names of their ear- 
lier Gods, this alters not the Cafe; for if Ofris and 
Sefofiris are different Perfons, then, contrary to 
the exprefs Authority of Herozotus and Strabe, not 
lying Mythologifts, there muft have been two who 
reigned over Agypt, and conquered thiopia and 
Lybia. 

Mr. Warburton fuppofes it probable, that the 
Name of Ofiris was given to Sefofiris, and then 
prefently afterwards direétly afferts the Fact; and, 
without proving the Difference of Perfons, argues, 
as if the Fact weretrue ; and then fays, that Pofte- 
rity by that Means confounded their Aétions But 
the above Argument confutes this Suppofition of 
Mr. Warburton ; nor does the Hiftory of the Bible 
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admit of more than one fuch Conqueror who was 
King of zypt. Nor does Clemens Alexandrinus, 
as Mr. Warburton afferts, allow that Ofiris was 
the Progenitor of S¢/o/tris, but difapproves of Athe- 
zodorus who had invented fuch a Suppofition, — 
Mr. Warburton has exprefly owned that what was 
told of Sefoftris by Herodotus was corrupted, and 
the fame Conquefts given to Ofiris ; now, when 
they were corrupting ‘and carrying back their Chro- 
nology 30000 Years, they were obliged to invent 
Names as well as Things to fill up that Time; and 
as no Actions could be invented greater than thofe 
of Se/vfiris, nor any new Countries to be conquered, 
what was more likely than that to a new invented 
Name, who wasto be an Hero, they fhould attribute 
the Actions of their great Hero; thus making a 
Difference in Time, when there was none in rer- 
fon. Upon this Scheme, the “cyptian ‘ hronolo- 
gy may be reconciled to Truth ; but if Ofris and 
Sefoftris are different Perfons, it is all Confufion and 
Contradiction. 

The Objection Mr. Warburton makes, as if Sir 
Waac tuppoied that Lgypt, even fo late as Se/oftris, 
was only emerging from a State of Barbarity, has no 
Foundation ; the amount of what he has implied 
being only that they then were recovering from be- 
ing miferably harrafs’d with Wars, and opprefied 
by Foreigners, to the Acquirement of great Domi- 
nion. And this their oppreffed Condition makes it 
probable that the Land might be divided out by 
Sefeftris, tho’ it had been before parcelled out by 
Fofepa. 

From this Argument of Mr. Warburton’s, found- 
ed on Suppofition, he preceeds to his pofitive Evi- 
dence for the Difference of Perfons. His firft Ar- 

gument is, that the Name of Offris is ufed in Hero- 
worfhip ; Hero-worfhip was as early as the In- 
ftitution of Civil Policy; therefore Ofris was = 
early. 
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early. He adds, Hero-worfhip came afcer Planet- 
worfhip ; the Confequence of which is, that Planet 
worfhip was before the firft Inftitution of civil Po- 
licy.— But firft, Epiphanius and Eufebius both date 
the Origin of this Idolatry from the Time of Serug, 
two Generations before Tharra, the Father of Abra- 
bam ; he being the firft that began the Worthip of 
fuch Warriors or Governors as were before him, 
Epiphanius thinks that it was long after this that 
Men worthipped Saturn, Jupiter, Ops, &c Now 
Planet- worfhip is not fo much as mentioned cll long 
after this, never "till after the Exodus : So that this 
Idolatry is not older than Serug’s Time, and there 
was no Ground for making Planet-worfhip previous 
to Hero-worfhip. Neither does Mr. //’arburton 
produce any Authority to fhew that Hero-worfhip 
was pofterior to Planet-worfhip that lived fo foon 
as within thirteen hundred Years after the Begin- 
ing of Idolatry; nor yet has he attempted to prove 
that Planet-worlhip was previous to the Inttitution 
of civil Policy. : 

But granting thefe Things were proved, a// Hero- 
worlhip did not begin with civil Policy; for the 
Practice continued at leaft from Abrabam’s Time, 
when we know civil Policy was in gypt, to the 
Argonautic Expedition, which was at leaft feven 
hundred Years. Now Ofris might be the laft of 
the deify’d Heroes ; and certainly Vulcan, Helius, 
Agathodemon and Saturn were before him, nay, 
were eight hundred fixty-fix Years before him, if 
we follow Manetho. Where then is Mr. Warbur- 
ton’s Demonttration, by this Argument, that Ofris 
is as old as is fuppofed by common Chronologers, 

Mr. Warburton’s next Demonftration of the high 
Antiquity of Ofiris is, that he was, and that none 
elfe was worfhipped over all Zgypr. It is owned He- 
rodotus afferts this; but Mr. /Varburton’s Reafon 
for this is, becaufe he was the common Benefaétor of 
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all Agypt in the Invention of Corn, Wine, and 
civil Policy. But all that will follow is, that he 
reigned over all Aigypt. He conquered rhiopia, 
Lybia, &c. and lived in the Age when Deifica. 
tion was the Fafhion, and therefore as particular 
Heroes had their particular Worfhip, he might in 
the fame Manner be worfhipped by all Azypt. 
Mr. Warburton’s third Agument is, that the Calf 
or Ox wasan Zgyptian Symbol ; that this Symbol 
was as old as Mo/es’sTime, (this appears from /aron’s 
Golden Calf ;) that this was the peculiar Symbol of 
Ofiris ; therefore Ofiris was as old as Mo/es’s Time. 
But the very Point to be proved is, that Ofris liv’d 
as early as Mo/es, and that thefe Symbols were pe- 
culiar to Ofiris, nor could denote any other Bene- 
factor, prior to Ofiris ; but this Mr.Warburton has 
not done. In fuch a Point, it is not to be taken 
for granted, that the Thing reprefented by the Sym- 
bol is as old as the Symbol. Voffius and feveral 
of the Ancients, think it reprefented Yofepb: And 
that fuch a Benefactor as O/iris (fuppofing him to be 
the fame with Sz/oftris) fhould be worfhipped un- 
der that Symbol is very reafonable to be believed. 
A fourth Argument of Mr. Warburton’s is, from 
a Conceffion of Sir //aac’s, that the Inventor of A- 
griculture was worfhipped in the Calf or Ox, and 
Agriculture was before Fo/epd’s Time, therefore O- 
firis was before Fofepb, at leaft feven hundred Years 
before Se/ofris or Sefac. But here too Mr. War- 
burton takes it for granted, that the Calf was fo 
peculiarly the Symbol of Ofiris, that it was never 
applied to any other. The Cafe feems to be this ; 
that fome great Benefactor, who firft taught theWay 
of cultivating the Lands ufually overflowed by the 
Nile, was celebrated under the Symbol of the Calf 
or Ox, the Name of which refembles the Word 
Ofiris ; and that, long after this, the fame Word 
became appropriated to the great Conqueror of 
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ZEgypt, who taught the conquered Nations to plow 
with Oxen, So that tho’ Agriculture might have 
been feven hundred Years in the World, yet Se- 
fofris might be worfhipped in the Symbol of an 
Ox, and have that Symbol appropriated to him, 
which had before been applied to others. 

Bur, upon Examination, we fhall find that no 
particular Time is agreed upon for the Time 
of Ojfiris. If he be placed in the Time of the 
Gods, that is confeffedly fo fabulous a Part of the 
fizyptian Chronology, running out five thoufand 
Years beyond the Flood, that he muft be looked 
on as a fictitious Perfon. We mutt then look 
for him in thofe Times, when it was cuftomary 
in that Country to deify deceafed Benefactors ; 
and if there can be found amongft thefe Benefactors, 
a Perfon who did fuch Things as are afcribed to 
the God, the God and Mortal muft be the fame 
Perfon ; and the God muft be placed according 
as Hiftory fixes the Time of the Mortal, how- 
ever it may deviate from the Accounts of common 
Chronologers ; efpecially in this Cafe, as we know 
it to have been a Practice to corrupt the gyptian 
Annals ; and it is certain, Ofris did not live where 
the gyptians have placed him. And if we may 
bring him from that high Antiquity, which is un- 
queftionably falle, to the Times of Fo/eph or Fo/bua, 
why not to the Time of Solomon, if Circumftances 
do then agree with him? the Difficulty is to find 
out the Hero; and that Sir J/aac has done, by 
fhewing the Number of Circumftances that have 
been attributed to Ofir’s belong likewife to Sefo- 
ftris. — That Ofris cannot be fo ancient as Mr, 
Warburton places him, the Pillar at Ny/a in Ara- 
bia would fhew, if it be at all of Authority. For 
firft, Ofiris, mentioned on it, did not then live be- 
fore 4,asia had been conquered by fome Agyp- 
tian King, but none fuch lived before Sefofris, 

Secondly, 
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Secondly, What is written thereon is faid to be in 
facred Letters; which was not a Sort of writing 
in Ofiris’s Days, if placed fo early as is done by 
Mr. Warburton. And thirdly, It is written upon 
it, that J/fis, Wife of Offris, was Queen of aif 
the Country, which muft mean at leait Queen of 
all Zgypt, if mot both that and Arabia; which 
therefore could not be at fooneft ’till the Expulfion 
of the Shepherds by Mi/phragmuthofts. 

But farther ; if with Mr. Hay burton we look for 
Ofiris before Fofeph, this introduces Confufion upor 
what is already tolerably clear ; for the Difcovery 
that the Year confifted of three hundred fixty-five 
D:ys, Mr. Warsurton owns was about the Time 
of Fofhua, but it is attefled by the Pillar of Ny/e 
in Arabia, that Offris was born at the very Time, 
confequently long after Fofephb, and even after the 
Death of Meofs. The Method, then, of fixing 
this uncertain Period, when Oftris or Bacchus lived, 
muft be by traceing out the Perfon to whom the 
Circumftances belong ; and this Sir J/aac has fhewed 
to be the Perfon ot Sefofris. 

Befides this Argument of Sir J/azac’s for the Same- 
nefs of Perfon under the Names of Ofris and Se/o- 
firis, from the Likenefs of Circumftances in both, 
he argues again, that the Genealogies of the Gods 
and Heroes, agree with the Times of S¢/o/ris. This, 
fays Mr. Warburton, is a fallacious Conclufion, be- 
caufe every Age in the PaganWorld {warmed with 
the Progeny of the Gods; therefore no Argument 
can be drawn for the Time of the Progenitor from 
the Birth of the Offspring. But, whatever were 
Men’s Motives tor their pretending to be the Off- 
{pring of the Gods, it is certain, nor does Mr. 
Warburton deny it, that the Perfons worfhipped by 
the Pagan World were real Perfons who had Off- 
pring, fuch as Fupiter in Crete; and if real Per- 
ons, their Time may be gathered from the 
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Time of their Sons; and efpecially if other Cir. 
cumftances relating to the Father, confpire with 
the Time preceding that of the Sons; which Sir 
Tfaac has fhewed to be the Cafe with Regard to 
the prefent Inftance. For not only the Genealo- 
gies of the Gods and Heroes conincide wich the 
Time of Szfo?ris, but all the Actions reported of 
one of thofe Gods, Bacchus, agree with the Time 
of Sefofiris, and the Sons of Bacchus were .4rgo- 
nauts, and the Argenautic Expedition was one Gee 
neration later than Sefofris. What confirms the 
Truth of this Argument of Sir //aac’sis, that the 
old Apologifts, who underftood thefe Things, ufed 
it againft the Pagans, and the Pagans never an- 
fwered it by afferting, as they might otherwife have 
done, that the Gods were not real Perfons. 

Mr. Warburton proceeds next to the Confequences 
he thinks deducibie from Sir J/aac’s Scheme; which 
are either thofe Sir J/zac would not mention, or 
thofe he admitted. With Regard to the firft of 
thefe, Mr. Warburton mentions fome Confequences, 
which, he fays, are admmted by Diedorus ; the Aus 
thority Sir //aac hac admitted in other Refpects, and 
therefore fhould admit inthis. But becaufe the Au- 
thority is admitted in one Cafe, it does not fol- 
low it muft be admitted in other Cafes ; now what 
Sir Jfaac has admitted are built upon various other 
Authority, as well as upon Diodorus’s ; and the 
fame Authority may in other Cafes be rejected, 
when afferting Things manifeftly untrue-— A Con- 
quence omitted by Sir J/aac and afferted by Mr. 
Warburton to be particularly authentic in Diodo. 
yus, is, That /fis invented Agriculture; for this 
he exprefly tellsus, fays Mr. Warburton, from the 
Pillar at Ny/2 in Arabia ; but this it is plain Dio. 
dorus never faw, but had only from Report ; nor 
does he at all imply that he himfelf believed what 
was faid about it. And it is apparently. falfe, 
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However Diodorus, or any one clic, may relate the 

Story, that J/s invented Agriculture 
Mr. Warburton then proceeds to the Confe. 
quences, he fays, are acknowledged by Sir J/aac. 
The firft is, Thac [nftruments of War were the In- 
vention of the Age of Sefoftris. But Sir //aac fays 
no fuch Thing, wheth: in 4gypt or in Greece; 
nay, exprefly affcrts they were tound our long be- 
fore Sefofiris’s Time ; fo that, whatever Confe- 
quences may follow from the Suppofition, they are 
not chargeable upon Sir J/aac:. - He does indeed 
mention, that the Zyvyptians and African, fought 
with Clubs ; and this inthe Time of Se/o/tris, for it 
does not appear that the Aigyptians invaded the 4fri- 
cans before his Time; and this is a Fact (whatever 
was the Reafon of the Fact) attefted by Ayginus and 
Pliny; but this does not imply they had no Arms, as 
Mr. Warbu:ton afferts, but chat thefe were a Sort 
of Arms they were ufed to. And there are feve- 
ral Inftances in Hiftory, of Nations fighting with 
Clubs, even much later than sefofris’s Time, and 
when other Weapons were unqueftionably in Ufe. 
Herodotus fays, the Lybians made Ule of them in 
Xerxes’s Army. Nor does it tollow that, becaufe 
Iron or Copper was worked in Crese or Lemnos, 
that it was carried into £gypt, or was in. fuch 
Plenty there, as to fuffice for al! military Weapons, 
Mr,Warburton adds, that, according to SirJ/aac, the 
very Tools employed in making Arms, were in- 
vented but the Generation before the Trojan War. 
Now it is attefted, indeed, by Pliny, that Vulcan 
found out the Smiths Hammer, Tongs, Leaver 
and Anvil, in Cyprus ; but this is nothing to Mr. 
Warburton’s Purpofe becaufe Arms might-be made 
without thefe Tools ; and it is agreed by all, that 
they were invented before Yuica.’s Days. But ftill, 
fays Mr. Warburton, Vucan mult have been the 
Inventor of Arms, becaule he was deity’d, and 
this 
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this muft have been for fome Jnvention, but Plat? 
fays, he was deify’d by the Agyptians, for thew- 
ing them the Art of making warlike and hufban- 
dry Tools of Iron; which was, in the Time of 
the Zrojan War, fo valuable a Commodity, as to 
be add amongft the Treafures that a Man 
had; and Vulcan’s Improvement was therefore a 
very important one, It was for this his teaching 
the Agyptians the Art of working in Jron, and 
making thereof Armour, Tools for War and Huf- 
bandry, and his great Skill in making them for 
Strength as well as ornamental and ufeful, that he 
was deify’d, or, as Sir J/aac fays, for fupplying them 
with Armour, 

The fecond Confequence faid by Mr. Warburton 
to be acknowledged by Sir J/aac is, That Agypt, 
was firft fupplied with Horfes by Sée/ofris’s Con- 
queft of Lybia ; which is directly contrary to Scrip- 
ture. But what Sir J/aac fays exprefly is, That 
that Circumftance was the Occafion that gypt fo 
abounded with Horfes, as to enable the gyptians 
to fupply Solomon. Neither is Sir J/aac, as Mr. 
Warburton afferts, in this Place fpeaking of the 
Origin of Things in Agyp# ; nor is it at all necef- 
fary we fhould underftand kim fo, with Regard to 
Horfes, becaufe he had been doing fo before, with 
Regard to fome Things, and does fo afterwards 
with Regard to others. Mr. Warburton owns, in- 
deed, that Sir J/aac afferts elfewhere, That Agype 
abounded with Horfes much earlier 3 and Sir L/aae 
is not ufed to contradict himlelf,; Nay, he gives 
a Proof from the Bible, that feveral Years be- 
fore Se/foftris, and therefore before the Conqueft 
of Lybia, Aigypt abounded with Horfes.— Mr. 
Warburton fays, that the Horfes wherewith Pha 
vaob abounded at the Exodus, is an Evidence againft 
Sir Jfaac ; but however much they abounded then, 
at makes nothing againft Sir //aac, who only fays, 
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That the Conquelt of Lybia enabled the Agyp- 
tians to fupply Solomon with fo many. Nay, it 
appears that at that Time gypt did not a- 
bound wita Horfes, for Pharaoh purfued the J/ 
yaclites with only fix hundred Chariots, even g/} 
the Chariots of Azypt ; for fo it fhould undoubted- 
ly be tranflated 5 it being very improper to fay fix 
hundred Chariots, avd ali the Chariots of Agypt, 
the tormer being included in the latter; and it can- 
not mean the Chariots of all the Zgyptians, befides 
thofe of Pharaoh, for the Shortnefs of Time would 
not permit them to be got together. Neither does 
their being chofen Chariots imply, that they were 
feleCied out of an indefinite Number, but only 
that they were choice and good ones, fit for Ser- 
vice, 

The third Confequence faid by Mr. Warburton 
to be acknowledged by Sir J/aac is, That Animal 
Food was not in Ufe ’cill about the Time of Se- 
fofris. But Sir Z/aac fays nothing about it, but on- 
ly of the Introduction of Luxury, of a fumptuous 
and voluptuous Way of Life. — But fuppofing Sir 
daac had faid fo, Mr. Warburton has not confuted 
the Opinion. His Arguments are from Pharaoh’s 
Baker’s Dream and ofeph’s Intepretation, which, 
if it prove iny thing about eating Flefh, it proves 
‘that the Zgyptians were Anthropophagi : and as for 
the Word Bake-meats, it means in the Original, 
no more than whatever Food the Baker prepar’d. — 
A fecond Argument Mr. Warburton draws from 
the J/raelites fitting by their Flefh-pots whilft in 
fEgypt. But does it follow becaufe a different 
People from the Mgyptians eat Flefh, that there- 
fore the gyptians, who hated Shepherds, did 
fo? —— But his third Reafon is his principal 
‘one ; That when Fofeph entertained his Brethren, 
the common Food was Animal-food ; fo that the 
eating that, was not what gave the Zgypsians their 
| Aver- 
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Averfion to Shepherds. There was, indeed, Ani- 
mal Food: prepared for the Shepherds ; but the 
Reafon given in the Bible why the dgyptians fat 
apart from them is, Becaufe the Agyptians might 
not eat Bread with the Hebrews, for that is an A- 
bomination to the Azyptians. Nor can we ima- 
gine the polite Agyptians would abominate Srran- 
gers, but from a perfe¢t Abhorrence of their Food. 
Flefh-eating was probably introduced by the Shep- 
herds, Now, the Time of their invading Zzypr, 
was not ’cill after the Exodus. If the Invafion 
was before ‘Fo/epb’s Time, in Fofeph’s Time it was 
over, for that Pharaob was not a Shepherd King 
is plain, becaufe of the then Abomination of Shep- 
herds; and allowing for the reputed Time of 
the Shepherds, and the Time of the Wars by 
which they were expelled, they muft have come 
in within twenty Years of the Flood, which is in- 
credible ; nor can it be, becaufe the firlt King of 
the Shepherds built aris, fortified it, and put in- 
to it a Garifon of 240000 Men. Nor could it be 
after Fofeph and before the Birth of Mo/es, becaufe 
they muft have come through the Land of Gojben; 
but there is no mention of any fuch Difturbance 
given to the Children of //rael there. And the 
Pharaoh in Mofes’s Time, was plainly not a Shep- 
herd. But the Directions in Scripture are fo evi- 
dent, that it is certain this Invafion was nat be- 
fore the Exodus ; fo that the Abomination of the 
“Egyptians could not arife from any Invafion; 
nor could it proceed from a Diverfity of ,Religion ; 
for, befides that we know not what was the Reli- 
gion of digypt at that Time, we know /dbrabam 
and the Patriarchs facrificed, and made Leagues 
with the People, and eat Flefh together as Friends. 
But it is very plain from Scripture, that in AMZofes’s 
Time the Aigyptians were not Flefh-eaters; and 
Diedorus affures us, That at firft the gyptians 
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were fuftained by Roots and Herbs. How long 
this continued, does not appear ; but probably as 
was faid, "till Flefh-eating was introduced by the 
Shepherds, 

A fourth Confequence faid by Mr. Warburton 
to be acknowledged its, That the Land of &- 
gypt was firft divided into Property by Se/ofris ; 
whereas it was before divided by Fofepb. But Sir 
Jfaac does not fay fo ; all he has allowed is, that 
Se/oftris divided the Land by Meafure. Now, what 
tho’ Yo/e/ph had divided the Land five hundred or 
fix hundred Years before; yet, confidering the Re- 
volutions there had been in the Conquefts of the 
Shepherds, and their Expulfion, the Overthrow of 
Pharaoh's Army, the Departure of the Children 
of /frael, and the greater Quantity of Land by be- 
ing in Sefofriss Time Lords of all A zypr, not- 
withftanding what Fo/eph did in this Sort, Sefofris 
may be allowed to have divided the Land, or to 
parcel it out in different Proportions, and in ano- 
ther Manner. Mr. Warburton aflerts, That the 
Divifion of the Land by Sefofris was only a divid- 
ing Avypt into fquare Fields by Crofs Canals, to 
drain the Marfhes; but this is direétly againft the 
Teftimony of Herodgtus, who fays, That every one 
had a Portion of Land allotted to him, and that 
the Defign of this Divifion was, thereby to regulate 
the Taxes to be levied. 

The fifth Confequence Sir //zac is faid to acknow- 
ledge is, That Letters were unknown in Zgypt 
*cill the Time of David. This, tho’ faid by Mr. 
Warburton to be the fifth, is indeed the firft own’d 
by Sir Jfaac. And for its Truth, it may be left 
fafely with the Evidence Sir J/aac has produced. 
The Inventor of Letters in Agypt is known to be 
Thoth, who was Secretary to Ofris; and it not be- 
ing yet proved, that he was a different Perfon from 
Sefoftris, Letters were found out in “gype inthe 
} - Time 
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Time of Sefoffris, that is, in the Days of the Gods, 
Sefoftvis being deify’d by the Name of O/iris. 

The fixth Confequeice is, ‘Sic Z/aac had faid, 
That Agypt was thinly peopled before the Birth of 
Mofes : for that Pharavh faid of the J/raelites be- 
fore the Birth of M>/es, that they were more and 
mightier than tae Agyptians. To this Mr. Var- 
burton replies, chat when Mofes began his Miffion, 
Zégypt was fo populous, as to keep in Subjection 
fix hundred thoufand Mien,— But one Matter may 
keep in Subjection many Slaves. And confidering 
the Prolificnefs of the Agypitan Women, tho’ 
Egypt was thinly peopled before the Birth of Mo/es, 
it might be much otherwife above tourfcore Years 
afterwards, when Mo/es led out the J/raelites. The 
Interpretation Mr. Warburton gives to the Words 
more and mightier is very extraordinary, as if they 
implied more prolific and more healthy. But he 
cives not a fingle Pafflage to confirm fuch a Senfe, 

Thefe are the Confequences from which Mr, 
Warburton concludes Sir J/aac’s Syftem to be in- 
credible, impoffible, and contrary to Scripture ; (for 
tho’ Mr. Warburton afferts it to be contrary to Aftro- 
nomy, he has not given a Word in Proof of his Af- 
fertion) four of which are none of Sir I/aac’s ; the 
other two are agreeable, the one to Hiftory, the 
other to the Bible. But Mr. Warburton produces 
two Inftances whence the Incredibility may appear, 
from Sir //aac’s Accounts of the State of War, dur- 
ing the Period he is treating of, and the State of 
Architecture. — But of neither of thefe does Sir 
Ijaac give any Account. And where is the Incre- 
dibility of what Sir J/aac does allow? that, in the 
Time of Sefoftris, the AZgyptians and Africans 
fought with Clubs, which is a Fact attefted by Hy- 
ginus and Pliny ; or that Vulcan at the fame Time, 
in another Place, excelled in making (not invented) 
Armour, and affifted Se/ofris with Armour, and 
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other Weapons of War.—And as to the State of 
Archite€&ture, Sir J/aac makes no other mention of 
arly thing relating to it, but that in the Time of 
Sejoftris was found out the Method of Building 
with fquare Stones. And all Mr. Warburton pros 
duces to confute this is, that 4menopbis built Mem- 
phis, &c. But he lived the Third from Se/o/ris, and 
long after tuilding with fquares Stone had been 
found out. Mr Warburton produces a Paflage from 
Homcr, to fhew, that the Palace of Paris, in the 
Time of the Zrojan War, was very magnificent, 
But fo little is faid of it, that nothing can be con- 
cluded from it of the Excellency of the Archireéture; 
befides that, he lived at leaft 1co Years after Se-« 


foftviss Time. 





AR TIC LE: XH. 
Continuation of the Life of David, &e. 


'TIIS Work has been the Subje& of feveral 

SB Articles. The iaft is in our Hiftory for Fune 

1743: which we cicfed with a Solution of this Que- 

flion, Why David, if he believed Adephibafheth in- 

nocent, [of the Charge which his traiterous Servant 

Ziba preferred againft him to that Monarch] did 
not bring the Matter to a fair Trial ? 

Our Author having fettled that Point, and after- 
wards proved, as he imagines, that the 37th Pfalm 
was written for 4/ep/ido/heth’s Confolation under Ziba’s 
Calumny, proceeds with the Memoirs of his Hero. 

He juft mentions his fhutting up in perpetual 
Confinement the ten Concubines, whom he left to 
keep Houfe, when he fled from Feru/alem on the 
breaking out of b/alom’s Confpiracy, and whom 
that young Villain had debauched on taking Pofief- 
fion of his Father’s Palace, 

4 ils 








Art.13. For NOVEMBER, 1743. 359 


This done, Dav da’. firft Care, he tells us, was 
to look after Sheds, ad crufh a Rebellion that he 
was fomenting, in its Infancy: To whica Purpofe, 
finding this a fit Occafion to rid himiclf of Foab’s 
infupportable Infolence, he. commanded Auf 
(whofe Credit wich the Soldiery could only coun- 
terbalance that of Zoab) co afiemble an Army with 
all poffible Difpatch, and purfue him. 
 Amafa went immediately about it; but not be- 
ing fo expeditious in the Execution as Dawid defired, 
and the Monarch apprehending that his Delay might 
fuffer Sheba’s Rebellion to grow up into fomething 
worfe than 4b/alom’s, he ordered sbi/bai to take his 
own Life-Guard, and fuch other Forces as were 
at hand, and inftantly purfue him. /b:/ha did as 
he was commanded, and went after Sheba. When 
he and his Men had reached the great Stone at 
Gibeon, about two Leagues Northward from Jeru. 
falem, Amafa met them witii fuch Forces as he had 
gathered, and put himfelf at the Head of the whole 
Army. oad teeing him there, was filled with 
Rage ; and coming up to him in a feemingly re- 
fpectful Manner, as others did, to falute him, he 
feized him by the Beard, and {tabbed him into the 
Belly, with fuch a furious Thruft, that his Bowels 
gufhed our, and he fell to the Ground. When he 
had perpetrated this execrable Murder, he affumed 
Amafa’s Place, with as much Calmnefs as if nothing 
had happen’d, and, with his Brother Abifhai, pur 
fued after Sheba. 

This Incendiary had run through all the Tribes 
with extraordinary Speed, exciting them to a Revolt 
wherever he went; but at length, finding himéfelf 
hotly purfued, he took Shelter in 4écl-maachah, a 
City between Libanus and Antilibanus, North of 
Damajfcus. Here he was joined and fupported by 
all the Berites. ‘foab immediately laid Siege to the 
Place ; and from the Accounts we have of his dig- 
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ging a Trench around it, and battering the Walls, 
Critics have, as our Author obferves, fairly con- 
cluded, ** Thac the Science of befieging Towns 
«© with Lines of Circumvallation and Contravalla- 
«6 tion, and battering Engines, was much older than 
«¢ any Mention Jeft us of this Practice in the Hi- 
*¢ ftory of the Heathen World.” 

As Joab preffed the Siege with all Earneftefs and 
Difpatch, a wife Woman, from within, called out, 
over the Walls, defiring him to come near aad 
hearken to her. When he had fignified to her that 
he attended, fhe, in a very becoming Manner, re- 
proved him for endeavouring to deftroy a City that 
was a Mother in //rael, and the Inheritance of the 
Lord. He anfwered, that was not his Intention, 
and that he fought nothing but to have Sheba the 
Rebel, who had fhelter’d himfelf there, delivered 
up to him. This being reported by the Woman 
to the Inhabitants, they cut off the Head of Sheba, 
and threw it over the Battlements ; on the Sight of 
which Joab raifed the Siege, and returned to David 
at Ferufalem:* Who, upon his thus defeating the 
Defign of Sheba, was, at leaft apparently, reconciled 
to him, and reinftated him in the fupreme Command 
over the Army. 

Here ended Ab/alom’s Rebellion, and Sheba’s, 
which rofe from the Ruins of it: But our Author, 
judging that the Conteft between the Tribes, which 
occafioned it, was not yet entirely laid, imagines 
David, at this Time, to have written and publifhed 
the 133d Pfalm, abfolutely to compofe it. {] ** It is 
*¢ one of the fhorteft of all his Works, and confifts 
*¢ but of four Verfes: yet, fhort as it is, contains 
§* an Exhortation to Unity, beginning in the Prince, 


© 2 Sam. xx. 16, &e. 
t 2 Sam. xix. 41, 42, &e. 
}/ The Reader will do well to open his Bible in this Place, be- 
fore he reads the following Illuftration of it, 
e and 
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and diffufed through the People, illuftrated by 
two Images, the moft apt and beautiful that ever 
were imagined, —— Kingdoms are confidered as 
Bodies- Politic, of which the King is the Head, 
and the People, in their feveral Ranks and Or- 
ders, the Partsand Members. A Spirit of Union 
beginning upon the Prince, whofe Perfon is fa- 
cred, is like Oil poured upon the Head of 4aron, 
which naturally defcends, and fpreads itfelf over 
all the Parts of the Body, diffufing Beauty and 
Fragrancy over the whole, reaching even to the 
Skirts of the Garment. Oil is, without Que- 
ftion, the fineft Emblem of Union that ever. 
was conceived! It is a Subftance confifting of 
very {mall Parts, which yet, by their mutual 
Adhefion, conftitute one uniform, well united, 
and ufeful Body. The facred Oil carries the 
Idea, and the Advantage of Union yet farther ; 
which, being extraéted from various Spices, yet 
made up one well cohering and more valuable 
Compound. 

“© The next Image carries the Exhortation to 
Union, and the Advantages of it, yet higher. 

*¢ Hermon was the general Name of one Moun- 
tain, comprehending many leffer and lower Hills, 
under the Surround of a greater. Union in any 
Nation is the Gift of God ; and therefore Unity 
among Brethren, beginning from the King, is 
like the Dew of Heaven, which falling firft upon 
the higher Summit of Hermon, (retrefhing and 
enriching wherever it falls) naturally defcends to 
Sion, a lower; and thence even to the humble 
Valleys. 

*¢ Sion was the Centre of Union to all the Tribes: 
There God himfelf had promifed his People 
Reft, and Peace from their Enemies ; which, 
however, were of little Value, without Union 
and Harmony among themfelves,” 
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I could not omit this Inftance of the Luxuriancy 
of our Author’s Fancy, of which indeed the Reader 
will meet with trequent Examples throughout this 
Work. What a fine Amufement would a Com- 
mentary be on the whole Bible in this Strain! A 
delicious Garden, abounding with all the Flowers 
of a warm and fertile [Imagination | 

We are now come to the fifteenth Chapter of 
David’s Hittory. It begins with the Mention of a 
Famine, wherewith the Land ot /adea was vifited, 
on Account of Saui’s Cruelty in flaying the Gibeon- 
ites. 

This Judgment was of three Years Continuance. 
David was not at firlt apprifed of the Caufe of ir, 
thinking it might be the Effect only of the Land’s 
being neglected during the late Commotions; and 
what made him the lefs folicitous about it, was “ his 
¢¢ having, in the true Spirit of a provident Ruler, 
«* erected Granaries and Store-Houfes, for Provi- 
‘ fions of all Kinds, in all Parts of his Domini- 
«© ons; and, by that Means, made ample Provifion 
¢¢ for the Suitenance of his People, in any Exigence 
«¢ that fhould arife.” Accordingly, whatever Re- 
medies he might have fought for from natural 
Caufes, from private and public Prayers to Almigh- 
ty God, he made no Application in an extraordi- 
nary Way, tili the third Year ; but being then con- 
vinced the Vifitation was judicial, he applied him- 
felf to the facred Oracle, to know the Reafon of 
the Almighty’s inflicting it ; and was anfwered, That 
it was for Saul, and bis bloody Houfe, because he 
flew the Gibeonites. 

This Matter is related in the 21ft Chapier of 
Samuel, with the Simplicity that obtains every where 
in the facred Writings. Our Author, transferring the 
Story into this Work, decorates it in his ufual Man- 
ner. And as Mr. Chubb has, it feems, from this 
Incident in David’s Hiftory, taken Occafion ¥ 7 
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fault his CharaGter,* not only as an Hero, but as a 
Man of Honour and common Honefty, imputing 
the Death of Saul’s Defcendants, procured by the 
Gibconites, not to any Command of God, but toa 
plaufible Pretext of David’s, pretending fuch a 
Command, to get rid of Sau/’s Pofterity, his Ri- 
vals for Empire ; blafting David, at once, with the 
complicated Imputation of the bafeft of Liars, Hy- 
pocrites, and Murderers, and this at the very 
Time when the Hand of God was heavy upon him 
and his People, as a Murderer of that Family, whofe 
Murderers he detefted and deftroyed! Our Author 
has undertaken to refute thefe groundlefs Afperfions ; 
and while he is expofing the Calumniator’s Preju- 
dices, not only exculpates the Acgufed, but cafts a 
Luftre upon his Virtue. 

Mr. Chubb, in his Reafoning upon the’ Point, 
fays, 

Te is inconfiftent with Equity, and with God’s 
own Declarations, to punifh one Man, and much 
more a whole Nation, for the Faults of another : 
Therefore the Hiftory, which, as this does, repre- 
fents him fo doing, is incredible : confequently God’s 
fuppofed Anfwer, upon Davia’s Inquiry concerning 
the Caufe of the Famine, was a Forgery of Davia’s. 

Our Author readily grants Mr. Chubb his general 
Principle, but difallows his Application of it, in the 
Cafe before us. He fuppofes the Gibeonites were 
deftroyed by Saul, that he might beftow their Lands 
and Subftance on his Relations, whom he was zea- 
lous to enrich and promote; and that thefe who 
were now given up to the Revenge of that People, 
were Defcendants of thofe Kinfmen of Sau/, and 
might juftly fuffer for the Crime of their Fathers, 
becaufe they retained thofe Poffeffions which their 
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Fathers fo unjuftly and barbaroufly acquired, by 
the Deftruction of the rightful Owners. 

Our Author has here wrought up, in feveral 
Pages, a notable Defence of David, and of Provi- 
dence, which feems, by his Reprefentation, to be 
more concerned in the Affairs of that Prince than 
of all the World befide ; but from whence he drew 
his Materials I cannot eafily find; I have fearched 
the Old Teftament for them in vain; he might 
there perhaps meet with two or three Hints, and the 
flendereft may become great Things under his Im- 
provement ; give but his Fancy the leaft Spring, and 
he foars above all the lower Bounds of Reafon. He 
clofes this Bufinefs of the Gibeonites with fome very 
pious Reflections. 

‘* How juft (fays he) are the Judgments of God! 
«© If Saul deftroyed an innocent People to make 
*¢ Provifion for the Offspring of a Concubine, and 
** the Offspring of a Daughter,* which fhe bare 
*< in Confequence of his own Faith to David vio- 
* Jated ; could any thing be more equal, than that 
‘ this very Iffue, chicf Agents of his Cruelty, fhould 
“© now be called for, to make Atonement for that 
© Guilt ! 

«* Let others find their Account, and found their 
«* Fame, in reviling’ the divine Difpenfations re- 
“ corded tn the Scriptures ; be it ever my Glory to 
«¢ reverence them! to reverence them in the Silence 
«© of my Clofet, and to publifh that Reverence to 


a aA 


* I have, as abovefaid, fearched the Scripture-Story of the 
Gibeonites, to find out the Authorities on which our Author 
grounds this Charge againit Sau/ and his Sons ; but in vain. And 
yet, as hezhas thought fit to intereft Heaven in the Affair, he 
fhould have been very clear in the Point; as thereon depends, 
according to his Syftem, the Reputation of the divine Oracle, as 
well as of his Hero. Chubb’s Accufation holds good, for any 
thing he has done to invalidate it, if he does not prove that Sau/ 
deftroyed the Gibeonites for the Sake of thefe his Defcendants, 
and that thefe were voluntary Pariners in his Crime. 
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«¢ the World,+ (when the Revilings of others pro- 
«© voke me to it) without any View to the Wages 
‘¢ either of Vanity or Wealth !” 

In the fixteenth Chapter of this Work our Au- 
thor takes notice of David’s entering into new Wars 
with Pbilifia, and offers a Conjecture concerning 
the Caufe of them. When thefe Expeditions were 
happily ended, and he was in perfect Peace, both 
at Home and Abroad, and in a fair Profpect of con- 
tinuing fo for the reft of his Life, then, our Author 
fuppofes, he revifed and publifhed the laft Edition 
of the 18th Pfalm, which contains a Summary of 
God’s fignal Mercies and Deliverances wrought for 
him, ‘* exprefs’d with fuch an overflowing of Gra- 
“© titude for the divine Goodnefs to him,as infinite] 
‘¢ furpaffes all other Compofitions, of all other Men, 
«© upon his Head.” 

Our Author hopes, the critical Reader will not 
deem it beneath his Curiofity, to fee a few Paflages 
in this. Pfalm, publifhed in David’s Youth, com- 
pared with the Corrections of his more advanced 
Years: The firft, as they are found in the Book of 
Pfalms ; and the laft, as they are publifhed in the 
22d Chapter of the Second Book of Samuel. Here 
they follow, as our Author has fet them together, 
with his own judicious Obfervations, 


+ There is fomething fingularly pretty in this Contraft, reve. 
rencing in the Silence of the Clofet, and publifbing that Reverence 
to the World. 
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PsaLMS. SAMUEL, 

Ver. 1. Lwili love thee,| Ver. 2. The Lord is my 
O Lord, my Strength 5| Rock, and my Fortre/;, 
2. The Lord is my Rock, | and my Deliverer; 3.The 
and my Fortre/s, and my | God of my Rock, in him 
Deliverer ;. my God, my|\ will I trufs be is my 
Strength, in whom I wili | Shield, aud the Horn of my 
truft ; my Buckler, aud \ Salvation, my bigh Tower, 
the Horn of my Salvation, and my Refuge, and my 
my high Tower. 5. The | Saviour.* Thou faveft me 
Sorrows of Death com-\ from Violence. 5. When 
paffed me, and the Floods | the Waves of Death com- 
of the ungodly Men made | paffed me, the. Floods of 
me afraid. the ungodly Men made me 
afraid. 

Every Eye will difcern to what infinite Advan- 
tage this Expreflion, tbe Sorrows of Death, is 
changed into the Waves of Death. Nothing can be 
a finer Emblem of an Hoft of Men, in their feve- 
ral Ranks, than the Waves of the Sea, fucceeding 
one another in their natural Order. And when we 
confider them preffing forward to the Deftruction of 
their Adverfaries, they may very properly be termed 
Waves of Death. 





PsaLMS, SAMUEL, 

Ver. 7. Then the Earth | Ver. 8. Zhen the Earth 
foook and trembled, the fhook and trembled, the 
Foundations alfo of the! Foundations of Heaven 
Hills moved, and were\ moved and fhook, becau/e 
foaken, becaufe he was) be was wroth. 
wroth, 


The Hills, fhaking from the Foundation at the 
Wrath of God, is a noble Ideas; but the Founda- 


* As his Deliverances were now multiplied, his Gratitude 
feems, as it were, exaygerated, and makes new Efforts to exert 
itfelf, when every Idea, that would exprefs it, feems exhaufted. 
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tions of Heaven fhaking at it, is a much nobler! 
The Thought too is ftrictly jutt ; for as the Eye of 
the Spectator ts tofied to-and-fro, in an Farthquake, 
the Heavens muft alfo appear to him to be agitated 
in the fame Manner. 

Although David’s main Purpofe in publifhing 
thefe divine Hymns, fetting them to Mufic, and 
finging them in the Worfhip of God, was, to pub. 
lith to the whole World his endlefs Gratitude to the 
Deity, for the various and wonderful Mercies be- 
ftowed on him; yet had he a farther, and, if pof- 
fible, a nobler Purpofe, in this Conduct ; that was, 
to difperfe true Religion throughout every Part of 
his Dominions, to infpire the Hearts of his People 
with a true and lively Senfe of Gratitude to God, 
their Benefactor, Proteétor, and Saviour, as well 
as his. 

This is our Author’s Fancy 3 and he is led thereby 
to take Notice of the feparate and joint Power of 
Moufic and Poetry, towards foftening, civilizing, 
and mending the Manners of Mankind. Mufic 
alone has been faid to have- produced furprifing Ef- 
feéts this Way; but what may not be hoped from 
it, when it is built upon, and fupported by, the 
nobleft, the fublimeft, the moft heavenly Strains of 
divine Poetry, by which the World was ever de- 
lighted, informed, or amended! And fuch, beyond 
all Controverfy, or Pretence of a rational Doubt, 
are the facred Hymns and Pfalms of David. 

PinpAR, as our Author proceeds, places this 
Elogium in the Front of Aiero’s Character: That 
he took a nobie Delight in the moft exquifite Strokes 
and Performances of Poetry and Mufic. Could he 
have added to this, that he had a Maftery over all 
Mortals. in the Compofition of both, and crowned 
all by the Application of both to their nobleft Ends 
and Ufes ; the infpiring of true Piety and Virtue 

into the Hearts otf Men, and celebrating the Praifes 
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of God, recounting the Works and Wonders of his 
Providence, and infinite Mercies to Mankind, how 
nobly had his Chara¢ter been compleated ! How had 
ic been, at once, exalted end unrivalled! The think- 
ing Reader will eafily fatisfy himfelf, that this Glory, 
which Pindar could not confer upon Hiero, David 
hath, moft unfelfifhly, and without the leaft Taine 
or View of Vanity, fecured to himfelf. 

After Davia’s laft Revifal and Edition of the 18th 
Pialm, now recited, the facred Hiftorian gives us 
to underftand, that the laft Words which he {pake, 
and committed to Writing, as a Prophet, are thofe 
which immediately follow this Pfalm, in the Second 
Book of Samuel, Chap. xxiii. Our Author has ti an- 
{cribed thefeWords ; reflecting with Rapture on the 
Benefit the Faithful receive by their having been 
committed to Writing: becaufe, forfooth, David 
therein exprefly declares, That she Spirit of God 
Ipake by him. 

In fetting fo high a Value on David's Teftimony 
in Behalf of his own Infpiration, our Author, it 
feems, judges quite differently from our Saviour ; 
who fays, /f I bear Witnefs of myfelf, my Witne/s 
ts mot true:* that is, not to be regarded. Surely 
David’s Evidence, in this Cafe, ought not to be pre- 
ferred to that of our Lord’s, in one of a like Na- 
ture. 

In the feventeenth Chapter our Author has given 
us the Story of David’s numbering the People, and 
of the Plague which enfued. There are fome Cir- 
cumftances in the Scripture-Narrative of this Inci- 
dent, in the 24th Chapter of the Second Book of 
Samuel, which, at firft View, feem inconfiftent with 
Reafon and found Philofophy: Tho’, to be fute, 
the Commentators are able to reconcile them. 

In the firft Verfe we have this odd Expreffion : 
And again the Anger of the Lord was kindled againft 


* Fobn vy. 31, 


Tfrael, 
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I/rael and Fudab.. We have juft before an Account 
of a grievous Famine, inflicted on thefe People, for 
the Behaviour of Sau/, their late Governor, towards 
the Gibeonites. How they became Criminals in that 
Affair, fo as to be juftly punifhable, our Author 
has pretended to fhew, as afore-mentioned ; and I 
leave the Reader to his Information. But what the 
Guilt was, which moved the Deity, in Anger, to 
ftir up David to the numbering of them, he has 
hot pretended to tel] us; tho’ he acquaints us with 
the Reafon of their fuffering by a Peftilence after 
their Numeration, $ God’s 


+ The Reafon, as our Author affigns it, is this: ** God 
had given the J/raelites a Command, by Mofes, Exod. 
xxx. that when they took the Sum of the People, after 
their Number, every Man fo numbered, from twenty 
Years old and upwards, fhould pay half a Shekel to the 
San@tuary, as a Ranfom for his Soul to God, under the 
Penalty of a Plague, to enfue the Neglect of fuch Pay- 
ment: and, accordingly, that Payment was made, 
when they were numbered, Exod. xxxviii, 24. 

‘© David, now (probably from an Impulfe of Vanity) 
defirous to know the Strength of his Kingdom, ordered 
the Sum of the People to be taken, without ordering the 
Mofaic Ranfom to be paid: for which Reafon a Plague 
enfued, which deftroyed feventy thouland of them in 
the Space of three Days: An Inftance no where to be 
“¢ parallell’d in Hiftory.” 

I obferve, the Scripture takes no Notice of the Plague’ 

falling upon thefe unhappy Victims, becaufe of their not 
paying the half Shekel above-mentioned. The Sin, 
which tncurr’d the Peftilence, is there attributed to David 
only. And yet it muft be owned, the Language of 
the Text feems to imply, that he was’ moved to the 
Commiffion of it, to occafion the Nation’s Punifhment 
for fome other Offence. However, by no Means, I 
think, do the Words denote that to be it which our Aue 
thor has fancied, For fuppofe the half Shekel] a Man, 
ought to have beén paid, and was not; who but the Go- 
vernors were chargeable with that Omiffion? It was they 
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God’s moving David to fay, Go number I/rael 
and Fadch, when his doing fo was difpleafing to 
the Lord, and a Ground of his Wrath againit Da- 
vid, and the People aifo; the giving David his 

Choice 


who were commanded to levy it; and if they did not re- 
quire it, the People might think it unneeeflary. Befides, 
the numbering occafioned the Trangreffion our Author 
affigns, (for they were under no Obligation to pay the half 
Shekel, but in confequence of their being numbered) ; 
whereas it feems to follow from the Scripture Account, 
that their being numbered was the Effe& of Gou’s Anger 
being kindied againft them for fomewhat preceding. 
Our Author fays, ‘© That neither David’s nor the San- 
&¢ bedrim’s Neglcét in exa€ting this Tribute, could excufe 
** the People from paying it, when an exprefs Law of God 
<¢ enjoined it.” But I can ftnd no Law of God enjoin- 
ing it, as a perpetual Duty. It was commanded on a 
particular Occafion, and the Money arifing thereby ap- 
pointed toa particular Ufe. The Thing was then done, as 
ordered, and the Money levied was applied to the Purpofe 
for which it was then needful. But there feemed to be 
nothing in the Affair, of a moral Nature ; and accordingly 
we find the //raelites afterwards numbered, even in Mo/es’s 
Time, without any Affeffment, (Numb. xxvi.} Our Au- 
thor indeed preicnds, that tho’ an Affeffment is not ex- 
prefly mentioned in this Numeration, yet that there was 
one is fufficiently implied in thefe Words, (Ver. 4.) Take 
the Sum of the People, from twenty Years old and up- 
ward, as the Lord commanded Mofes and the Children of 
Lfrael, which went forth out of the Land of Egypt. But € 
cannot think any Affeffment implied here : fuch Affefiment 
was no way eflential to the numbering the People ; it 
feemed to be only a pofitive temporary Injunétion, to ferve 
a particular End * ; and fo the People might well think 
they were under no Obligation of paying it on any other 
Numeration than that whereto it was annexed by a divine 
Precept, or when the Occafion which was to be anfwered 
thereby 


* To be expended for the Service of the Tabernacle, whiclt 
was then appointed to be eredted. Exod. xxx. 16. 
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Choice of three Judgments, and inflicting that on 
his unhappy Subjects which he preferred, fparing 
himfelf, the chief Agent in the Crime, and per- 
verfely bent on the Commiffion ot it, againft the 

earneft 


thereby did not exift. And this appears to be warranted 
by David’s Behaviour in the Cafe: For it is not be ima- 
gined that he, who was fo zealous of the Law, could have 
been guilty of fo dangerous a Breach of it, if he had ap- 
prehended this Omiffion to have been of that Nature. But 
our Author, whofe Imagination furpaffes all other his great 
Talents, rather than curb this darling Faculty, where there 
is any Scope for it, is contented to degrade even his Hero 
into an impious Time-ferver, and make him knowingly 
venture the divine Difpleafure, to avoid difgufting the 
wickedeft of his Subje&ts. In fhort, he will have him to 
be fenfible it was his Duty, in cafe he numbered the Peo- 
ple, to tax them as M4/es was ordered todo: But, ** To 
*¢ fpeak freely upon the Point, he can conceive but one 
* Reafon, why David now neglected to enjoin the Pay- 
*s ment of this Tribute: He was the great Patron of Re- 
*© Jigion, and Proteétor of the Church of God ; and (if 
** fuch a Spirit then reigned in his Nation, as now reign- 
*¢ eth in ours) fuch a Sum of Money, as this Tax would 
*© have brought into the San@tuary, could not fail to have 
* raifed an high Outcry of Bigotry and Prieftcraft againft 
*¢ him: and fo he fuffered the People to be plagued, rather 
*© than let the Priefthood be enriched.” A very fingular 
Paragraph truly! David was the great Patron of Reli- 
gion, and Proteétor of the Church of God: fo he moft 
irreligioufly violated a divine Law, the Breach of which 
was threaten’d with a Plague on the Nation, and fuffered 
the Laity to with-hold the Dues of the Church! Andto 
what did this holy Man here facrifice his Confcience? A 
Dread of his Subjeéts Outcry againft him of Bigotry and 
Prieftcraft. But how could he fear any thing of this 
kind? If the Payment of half a Shekel was a divine Or- 
dinance, did not the People know it to be fo? Our Au- 
thor won’t fay, that any of the Zews had the leaft Doubt 
of the Authority of the Law. - They did not fuppofe the 
Inftitutions of it to be the Inventions of Mofas, or the 
Aa2 Priefts. 
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earneft Perfuafions of his faithful’ Counfellors ; the 
Angel ftretching his Hand on Ferufalem to deftroy 
it, and vifibly manifefting, himfelf near the Threth- 
ing-floor of draunab: Thefe, I fay, are Circum- 
{tances in this Narrative, that may ftartle a Rea- 
der’s Underftanding, till it is reconciled to them, by 
fuch Writings as Scripture vindicated, Revelation ex- 
amined with Candour, and the like. A Mind tho- 


roughly 


Priefts, They could not with the leaft Confiftency there- 
fore exclaim againft the Priefts requiring their Obedience 
to one of its moft awful Injunétions. If David had any 
Reafon to apprehend the Clamour of his Subjects, it was 
for numbering them at all, when he had no Warrant, ei- 
ther from Heaven or the Cireumftances of the Nation, for 
fo doing; and not for letting the Priefts take what was 
their Due, in cafe there had been a Reafon for numbering 
the People. We have, it is true, in this Nation, a great 
many, who receive not the Gofpel, as a Revelation, and 
who, therefore, pay no Regard to the Minifters of it, as 
fuch. Thefe cannot, confiftently with their Principles, 
look on the Revenues thofe Gentlemen receive, as their 
Due. But were there in the New Te/fament a Precept, 
enjoining the Magiftrate, when he proclaimed a Faft, to 
levy of each Mafter of a Family Two Shillings and Six- 
pence, to be expended on fome Ecclefiaftical Service, 
which God had as plainly appointed ; would thofe, who 
confidered this New Teftament as a divine Revelation, 
make the leaft Scruple of paying fuch a Tax, on fuch an 
Occafion? . No, certainly. If fuch a Proclamation were 
iflued without a fufficient Reafon, they might juftly com- 
plain of being laid under a groundlefs Neceffity of paying 
a Tax, or hazarding their Lives; but if the former. was 
juftifiable, Chriftians could never pretend to murmur at 
the other. And if our Author will {peak fairly, he muft 
own, that David’s Apprehenfion of his Subjeéts clamour- 
ing (if he had any) proceeded rather from a Confciouf- 
nefs of his numbering them when he had no Order from 
the Oracle for doing fo, than from any infidel or facrilegi- 
ous ‘Temper of the Nation. But our Author will excufe, 


if he cannot exculpate, David, at the Expence of any 
other Reputation, ibs, 
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roughly tinétured with thefe, and aided by a truly 
orthodox Faith, which they are very apt to infpire, 
will be far from rejecting this, or other Relations of 
the fame Kind, becaufe they do not fquare with his 
philofophical or metaphyfical Notions. 

There are three Points of Importance our Author 
notes, which are clear from this numbering of the 
People by David. | thall tranfcribe only the fecond. 

It appears, he fays, from the Accounts left us of 
this Matter, that all the Cities of the Canaanite 
Coaft, and particularly Zidon, and the {trong Hold 
of Tyre, were under the Dominion of his Hero, 
But this, he apprehends, could only be the ancient 
Tyre, or Paletyrus; inafmuch as Hiram, who lived 
in Friendfhip both with David and Solomon, was 
King of the other Tyre: which, from a Letter of 
his to Solomon, quoted by Fo/epbus, appears to have 
been fituate in an Ifland, — Lib, VIII. Ch. 2.) 
But this, however, no way infers the King of that 
Tyre not to have been tributary both to David and 
Solomon ; as it is probable he was, from his calling 
both David and Solomon his Lord, and himfelf and 
People Solomon’s Servants, 2 Chron. ii. 14, 15. Or, 
if he were not, David’s Dominion over Zidon alone 
will go a great Way towards accounting for thofe 
immenfe Treafures he amaffed for building the 
Temple; inafmuch as Zidon is allowed to have 
been, from the remoteft Antiquity, one of the 
greateft Marts of the World, which engrofied a 
great Share of its Wealth, and into which, and 
Tyre, the Veins of all its richeft Mines were natu- 
rally drained. And that Zidon was early renowned 
for Wealth and Magnificence, fufficiently appears 
from its being ftiled, even as early as the Days of 
Fofbua, Zidon the Great. 

David's Preparations to build the Temple are the 
Subject of the eighteenth Chapter of this Work. 


Aa 3 The 
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The Tabernacle which Mofes ereéted in the Wil- 
dernefs, with the Altar for the Burnt-offering, were 
now in the High-place of Gideon, and thither David 
fhould ordinarily have reforted, to facrifice: But inaf- 
much as God had exprefly commanded him to ereé& 
an Altar in the Threfhing-floor of Araunabh, and on 
the very Spot, over which the avenging Angel was 
arrefted, and God appeafed,* he naturally, our 
Author fays, concluded that this was the appointed 
Place of Atonement, fo folemnly fet apart for Sa- 
crifice : and therefore he feared to refort to Gibeon 
any more, for any Purpofe of Religion. | And 
there is no Doubt but he was confirmed in his Rea- 
foning upon this Point, by reflecting, that this was 
the Place appointed by God himfelt for the facrifi- 
cing of J/azc; and where the Faith of his Father 
Abraham was {o amazingly tried, fo glorioufly ace 
cepted, and fo nobly rewarded. 

All thefe concurrent Confiderations fufficiently 
pointed out this, as the Place of that Temple, 
which was to be the Glory of the whole Earth. 
And as David accordingly fet himfelf, from that 
Moment, to prepare Materials for it of all Sors, fo 
there is no Doubt, our Author imagines, but God 
infpired him at this Time with a Plan of the whole 
Work, with al] its Parts, Dimenfions, and Uten- 
fils: all which he himfelf exprefly affures us, the 
Lord made him underfland in Writing by his Hand 
upon bim. || 

That the Architecture of this Temple was of di- 
vine Original, our Author is fully fatisfied by the 
above-cited Paflage; and he is confirmed in his 
Perfuafion by finding in Vilalpandus, that the Ro- 


* See the Hiftory, in the laft Chapter of the. Second Book 
af Samue/; and our Author’s Account of the Affair, im the 17th 
Chapter of this Work. 

+ 1 Chron. xxi. 30. 

a Chron. xxviii, 19. 

man, 
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man, at leaft the Greek, Architecture is derived 
from this, as from its Fountain: and, in his humble 
Opinion, even an Infidel may eafily believe thefe to 
be of divine Original, ‘* inafmuch as they are (at 
‘< Jeaft che latter is) found perteét in the earlieft 
«© Models: nor hath the ucmoft Reach of human 
‘© Wifdom, Invention, and Indultry, been ever able 
¢ (although often endeavouring 1) to improve or 
‘s alter it, but to Diladvantage, throughout the 
«“ Courfe of fo many Ages.” We leave this Rea- 
foning to the Reader’s Diicretion, who will or will 
not be determined thereby, according to the Meas 
fure of his Underftanding, or his Knowledge in the 
Hiftory of Architecture. Thus tar, however, we 
mutt agree with our Author, ** That if Divid had 
“© not been a compleat Matter of the whole Defign, 
‘¢ he could not have directed the hewing of the 
«© Stones, nor adjulted the exact Weigit of all the 
‘© Utenfils, as he certainly did with great Care.” 
1 Chron. xxviii, 12, €9¢. 

This Chapter ends with mentioning the Materials 
David prepared and made ready for this famed Edi- 
fice, his exhorting ot So/omon to undertake and profe- 
cute the building of it, and his Care to engage the 
great Men of the Realm co affift him in the Com- 
pletion thereof. In order to this, he laid his parti- 
cular Commands fingly and apart upon each of 
them ; and afterwards convening them in one Body, 
he publicly exhorted them all to the fame Purpofe, 
in an Oration, which feems to our Author by far 
the nobleft in the World. But, before he proceeds 
to confider that Performance, he begs the Reader’s 
Attention to fome Points of great Importance ante- 
cedent to it. Thefe are comprifed in the nineteenth 
Chapter, which is, 4 Differtation upon the immenfe 
Treafures left by Davin for building the Temple. 

There is no one Point, our Author there obferves, 
relating to the facred Writings, in which the Critics 

Aas have 
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have been fo greatly divided, as this of the. Trea- 
fures left by David ; fome thinking them incredibly 
immenfe, and others doubling them; fome fufpec- 
ting numeral Errors in the Text, and others fink- 
ing the Talent almoft to nothing, in order to guard 
againft the Suppofition of any fuch Errors; whilft 
others feem to value themfelves upon having difco- 
vered new Veins of Wealth, from whence much 
greater Treafures might have been derived. 

In the Midft of this Uncertainty, there are fome 
Particulars, which our Author thinks to be incon- 
teftable. 

iff, That the Hebrews never varied their Weights 
and Meafures, at leaft before the Captivity: and, 
therefore, David’s Talent was the fame as that of 
Mofes. 

2dly, The Hebrew Talent was of a confiderable 
Weight. 

' What Mo/es’s Talent was, is known to a De- 
monftration, from the Account of the firft Capita- 
tion in the Wildernefs, Exod. xxxviii. 25, 26. in 
which fix hundred and three thoufand five hundred 
and fifty Men, being taxed at half a Shekel an 
Head, raifed a Sum of an hundred Talents of Sil- 
ver, and a thoufand feven hundred and threefcore and 
fifteen Shekels: from whence it follows, that one Ta- 
Jent contained 3000 Shekels-; and that it could not 
contain lefs in the Days of 4maziah is pretty evident, 
from the Account lett us in 2 Cro. xxv. 6. of his ha- 
ving hired an hundred thoufand Men, out of J/rael, 
for an hundred Talents of Silver. And the Hiftory 
of Gehazi, Hezekiah, and many other Paflages of the 
Old Teftament, plainly prove the Talent to have 
been of a confiderable Weight. 

3aly, That David lett immenfe Treafures for build- 
ing the Temple, appears from the vaft Number of 

Artificers maintained for that Service for eleven 
Years: four in preparing the Materials, and feven 
$n putting them together. | Hiram’s 
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Hiram’s Servants, hired at the Rate of 20,000 
Meafures of Wheat, as many of Barley, as many 
Baths of Wine, and as many of Oil, Year by Year; 
30,000 Hewers of Wood in Lebanon (10,000 of 
them in conftant Employment) ; 70,000 Bearers of 
Burdens, and 80,000 Hewers of large and coftl 
Stones in the Mountains, and 3600 Overfeers of thefe 
Workmen ; befides 550 whch bare Rule over the 
People that wrought in the Work, i.e. which over- 
faw the Execution of it; and 24,000 Levites, ap. 
pointed to fet it forward. Add to all thefe, he 
Workers of precious Stones, of Gold, Silver, and 
Metals of all Kinds, What vaft Sums of Money muft 
have circulated through Yeru/alem, from the Wages 
of fo many Men every Year! And how prodigious 
muft the Quantity of Gold and Silver, left by Da- 
vid, be, when this Treafure (for this only can ac- 
count for it) enabled Solomon to give Gold and Sj]- 
ver in that City, as Stones; 2 Chron. i. 15. Add 
to this, the immenfe Quantity of folid Gold, which 
covered the entire Infide of the Porch, the Aly, 
the Holy of Holies, and the upper Chambers 3 the 
Ark, the Mercy-Seat, the Cherubims, the Altar of 
Incenfe, and ten Tables of Shew-Bread; the ten 
Candlefticks, and Utenfils of all Kinds, fuch as 
Difhes, Cups, &?c. which Fo/ephus computes to have 
been no lefs than 440,000 of that Metal ; befides 
many Utenfils exprefly faid in the Scriptures to be 
of Gold, as Snuffers, Lamps, Tongs, and Spoons, 
not taken Notice of by that Hiftorian ; and befides 
all thofe of Silver, which were 1,340,000. 

4thly, It is certain, the facred Writers were very 
exact in the Accounts left of the Quantities of Mo- 
ney contributed towards this Work ; when they de- 
fcend even to the Number of Drachms contributed 
above the Number of Talents. Nor is there any 
Ground for fufpecting the leaft Error to have crept 
jnto the Text relating to this Affair, 


5thly, 
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sthly, It is evident, that the Accounts left us of 
the earlier Ages of the World, fufficiently evince 
them to have abounded with Gold. And hence, 
perhaps, arofe the Fable of the Golden Age. Hence 
we may be induced to credit the Hiftories of Midas 
and Cre/us, whofe Treafures of Gold, to fay no- 
thing of Silver, were infinite ; of Satuces and E/ue 
bofes, Kings of Cofbis, who had entire Chambers 
of Gold, Beams, and Pofts, and Pillars of Silver 
of the ancient 4rabs, thofe of Arabia Felix particu- 
Jarly, whofe Gold was pureft, bartering Gold for 
Irons of the Ethiopians binding their Slaves in 
golden Fetters; of the Riches of Sardanapalus, 
which, according to Céefias’s Account of them, are 
almoft incredible. ‘* The Mines of the Earth 
*¢ were then Virgin, and many Rivers gloried in 
«© golden Sands, whofe Wealth hath long fince been 
«s exhaufted ; and therefore we are not to judge of 
«¢ the Wealth of thofe Ages by our own prefent 
«© Poverty.” 

As to the Sources from whence David might be 
able to gather fo vaft a Wealth as the Scripture af- 
figns him, our Author enumerates thefe four ; Huf- 
bandry, War, Trade, Tribute. 

It is eafy to conceive, that David muft have 
abounded in the naural Riches arifing from the 
firft of thefe, if we confider the Advantage of his 
Country remarkably fruitful, and bleffed, beyond 
all others, in a rich Soil, and happy Climate, bor- 
dering and extended upon a Coaft where the Trade 
and Wealth of the whole World then centered. 
And that he neglected no Means of improving thefe 
Advantages, may be colleéted from the Account 
Jeft us, (1 Chron, xxvii. 25, €9c.) of the proper and 
diftiné& Officers appointed by him, over his Treafures 
and Store-houfes of all Sorts. 

The next Source of David’s Wealth was War. 
The Eaftern Nations abounded in ae: “4 

0 
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Gold when they went to Battle. This is apparent from 
the eighth Chapter of ‘fudges, where we find the Mi- 
dianites not only wore Ear-rings of Gold, but like- 
wife adorned with Chains of thar Metal the Necks of 
their Camels. We learn alfo, from Numb, xxxi. that, 
when J/rael firft conquered the Midianites, the Cap- 
tains of Thoufands, and of Hundreds, brought an 
Oblation to God, of the Spoil of the Enemy, Jewels 
of Gold, Chains and Bracelets, Rings, Ear-rings, 
and Tablets, making in the whole 16,750 Shekels, 
Now, if the J/raelite Men of War, who went to 
Battle, offered only the five hundredth Part of their 
Share of Gold taken from Midian, as they offered 
only the five hundredth Part of the Beeves, Affes, 
and Sheep, the Treafure of Gold then taken in 
that Country amounted, in the Whole, to a very 
great Sum ; for but half of the Whole fell to their 
Share. And if this one Victory brought in fo great 
a Treafure, we may eafily imagine what im- 
menfe Wealth muft be raifed from David’s many 
Vidtories over Nations much richer. And when 
we learn from his Hiftory, that the Syrians, whom 
he fubdued, and flew in fuch vaft Multitudes, wore 
Shields of Gold, can we doubt, whether their Qui- 
vers, Handles of their Swords, &S¢. were not of 
the fame Metal ? He was victorious, in about 
twenty Battles, over the richeft Enemies in the 
World, from the Red Sea to beyond Mount Libae 
nus, and from the Euphrates to the Mediterranean 
Sea. To what an incredible Sum mutt the perfo- 
nal Spoils, the rich Arms, the military Chefts, and 
the Gods of Gold and Silver, (always carried to 
Battle with them) of fuch infinite Multicuces, a- 
mount! And, in a)l Probability, the Spoils of cheir 
Cities and Countries, to a much greater: To fay 
nothing of the Spoils taken from the Phiiiftines, 
as and others, even before he came to the 
rown, 


The 
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The next Source of David’s Wealth was Trade) 

Solomon made no Conquefts, yet he had two 
Ports on the Red Sea, Eloth and Ezion-Geber, in 
the Land of Edom. David conquered Edom, about 
the Time that he fubdued the Syrians. Confequent- 
ly, thofe Ports, and perhaps others, were in his 
Hands. And therefore we may eafily credit Eupo- 
lemus,* when he tells us, that David fent Ships 
with Miners to Urphe, an Ifland in the) Red Sea, 
which had Mines of Gold: A Relation which) is 
fufficiently confirmed by the Account left: us, .of 
David's giving three thoufand Talents of Gold, his 
own private Property, pure Gold of Ophir, (which 
doubtlefs is the Urphe of Euxpolemus) to the build- 
ing of the Temple. Nor is it.any way probable, 
that he had no Share in the Trade of the Mediter- 
ranean, when fuch a Length of its richeft Trading- 
coaft was in his own Hands. But what Riches fo- 
ever he might obtain by fuch a Trade as we are 
here defcribing, which we muft fuppofe to be very 
confiderable, and poffibly immenfe, his Tribute was 
undoubtedly fo. 

Solomon had no Wars, made no Acquifitions of 
Territory, except that of the City of Gerar, con- 
quered for him, and beftowed upon him by Pha- 
raob ; and therefore David’s tributary Revenues will 
be beft eftimated by thofe of Solomon. And what 
thofe were may be eftimated, firft, from the Ac- 
counts left us of his Expences ; fecondly, from the 
particular Mention made of the Revenues paid to 
him annually. E 

As to the firft of thefe: If we fuppofe the Ex- 
= of David’s and Solomon’s Tables to have 

en exactly the fame, (which moft certainly were 
not) and eftimate only the Surplus Expences of So- 
lomon, in his Buildings, his Cities, his Houfes, and 


* Eufeb. Prepar. Lib. ix, 


their 
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their Furniture, his Women, his Horfes and Cha- 
riots, we fhall foon be fatisfied to what an immenfe 
Sum they muft amount ; and, confequently, 
what an immenfe Sum David muft have faved and 
amafiled, by his CEconomy, in a Courfe of fo many 
Years. 

In the next Place, his Tributes may be eftimated 
from the Richnefs and Extent of the Dominions 
fubject to him: Edom, all the Arabias and Syriass 
both on this and the other Side of Euphrates, and 
the Paleftine Coaft. 

The Mines of Punon or Phinon, in Edom, as 
thofe of Palefline, hinted at by Mofes, Deut. xxxiii 
were famed even to the Days of the Chriftian Mar- 
tyrs condemned to them. The Arabians, Pliny calls 
the richeit Nations.* As to the Syrians, their Riches 
will beft be eftimated by the golden Shields of Ha- 
dadezer’s Army. Here then are Funds of Wealth, 
fufficient for any Demand. And yet certainly Da- 
vid had others, as appears from the Accounts of 
Solomon's annual Income, found in 1 Kings x. 14, 
15. viz. 666 Talents of Gold, befides that be bad of 
the Merchant-men, and of the Traffic of the Spice- 
merchants, and of all the Kings of Arabia, and of 
the Governors of the Country. 

That David, then, had Sources enough for all 
the Treafure he left behind him, is out of alf 
Doubt. 

If it be objected, that this Expence is fuperior to 
the Work, our Author judges that no one will think 
fe, who confiders what Vi/a/pandus, Lami, and fuch 
as agree with thefe, have.demonftrated of the Vaft- 
nefs of it. 

In the next Place, we are not to imagine, that 
all the Stone and Wood, hewn for that Purpofe 
were expended on it ; for we are exprefly told, thae 
Sclomon made Cedars to be in Ferufalem as the Syj- 

© Lib. vi. Cap. 22. 


£amores, 
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camores, that are in the Vales for Abundance. And 
we may well be affured, that none but the very 
Choice of both Kinds were ufed in the Temple, 
And thefe, perhaps, were not more than one half 
of the Whole.* 

But there are two Points, we are told, of the laft 
Importance, towards reconciling and determining this 
Controverfy, which none of the Critics, that our 
Author has met with, have ever confidered. 

The firft is, that, in all their Computations of 
Expence, no Allowance has been made for the pre- 
cious Stones, with which the Infide of the Temple 
was adorned, (fuch as Diamonds, Rubies, €9c.) 5 
and which, if they then bore any Proportion to the 
Price they bear now, will fufficiently account for 
any Expence that can well be imagined. And, 
therefore, if we fhould agree with Brerewood, that 
David \eft Treafure enough to build the Walls of 
the Body of the Temple of folid Silver, and roof 
it with Gold; yet when we confider what great 
Portions of the one, and immenfe Maffes of the 
other, might go to the Purchafe of one fingle pre- 
cious Stone, we cannot take upon us to pronounce 
any Sum more than fufficient for fuch an Expence. 

The next Point is, that, in Fact, all the Treafure, 
left by David, was not expended upon the building 
of the Temple. This appears from 1 Kings vii. 51. 
where it is exprefly faid, /o was ended all the Work 
that King Solomon made for the Houfe of the Lord: 
and Solomon brought in the Things which David bis 
Father bad dedicated ; even the Silver and the Gold, 


* Our Author has an admirable Faculty at converting every 
thing he pleafes into Arguments for his Syftem. No one, till 
taught by him, would have imagined the Text quoted in this 
Paragraph fignified any thing more, than that Fernfalem was fo 
enrich’d under So/omon’s Government, that the Inhabitants were 
able to emy!oy Cedar, for all thofe Purpofes which ufed to be 
ferved by cheaper and more ordinary Timber. 
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and the Veffels, did be put among the Treafures of 
the Houfe of the Lord. 

It feems plain, that when David is faid to have pre- 
pared for the Houfe of the Lord an hundred thou- 
fand Talents of Gold, and a thoufand thoufand 
Talents of Silver, &?c. the whole of his Treafure, 
whether in Coin, o otherwife, is then recounted : + 
and that there remained a Surplufage of that Pro- 
vifion, to be depofited in the Treafures of the Tem- 
ple, after the Work was finifhed, is evident from 
the Paffage laft quoted. 

In the twentieth Chapter of this Work we have 
the Hiftory of Adonijah’s fetting up as Heir- Appa- 
rent to the Throne, and afferting his Claim to it; 
and of David's caufing Solomon to be thereupon 
anointed King. 

David was now become very ancient and infirm ; 
which Circumftances of his Father encouraged Ado- 
nijab to this precipitate Step, that was little, if any 
thing, better than a Rebcllion. The Scripture-Ac- 
count of this Tranfaction is in the firft Chapter of the 
Second Book of Kings; and as it is there preceded 
by a fhort Narrative concerning Abifbag the Shuna- 
mite, fo in this Work it follows our Author’s Re- 
ficétions on that Affair. The Obfervations he every 
where makes on the Incidents of his Hero’s Life, 
are the moft entertaining Parts of his Perfomance : 
If any of them are trifling, if any of them are er- 
roneous, yet all of them are invefted with fuch a 
folemn-Air of Authority as awes the fuperficial Rea- 
der, and makes the judicious merry. Thofe which 
follow are an Inftance in Verification of this Re- 
mark. 

_ The infpired Penman fays, David being fo 
frigid, that no Cloaths could keep him warm, his 
Servants advifed the procuring him a fair Virgin, 


> Conteary to ail the Ufage of Speech. 
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to ftand before him, and to lie in his Bofom. that 
he might get Heat: Which thing was accordingly 
done. Whether thefe Sérvants were the Lords of his 
Majefty’s Bed-chamber, or in what Quality they 
minifter’d to him, the Scripture does not determine ; 
but our Author will have them to’ be his Phyficians, 
And to whom indeed can fuch judicious Advice be 
more properly attributed, than to’ Perfons of that 
Faculty: ‘* The natural Warmth of a young, 
<¢ healthful, human Body, being (as Phyficians ob- 
*¢ ferve) beft fitted for cherifhing the vital Heat of 
<¢ fuch a one as David was, both in Kind and De- 
«¢ oree.” Our fage Author proceeds, 

«¢ If it be afked, how the Beauty of the Perfon 
«< to be employed to this Purpofe was concerned 
‘¢ in David’s Health? He anfwers, That the 
«¢ Beauty here required is, evidently, Beauty of 
<¢ Complexion: Which, as it indicates the Health 
<‘ and Temperament of the Body, might be of 
Importance in this Cafe. Poffibly too, as David 
was very beautiful himfelf, they fought for fome 
Perfon of Complexion and Conftitution likeft to 
his own; and, of confequence, beft fuited and 
moft congenial to it. And therefore the Cavillers 
at this Part of David's Conduét are as far from 
being able Naturalifis in this Refpei, as they are 
Ca/uifts in many others. And I will be bold to 
«¢ fay, that if David had taken any other Method 
‘© of recovering and keeping up the vital Flame, 
‘¢ by Wine, for Inftance, high Diets, Cordials, of 
*¢ any other imaginable Way ; they would have found 
“¢ all thefe Methods at leaft as exceptionable as this, 
“¢ Abifbag the Shunamite was found, and thought 
*s proper for this Purpofe; and was, accordingly, 
«s admitted into the Number of David’s Wives, 
*s but not known by him. Concubinage was not 
*¢ then deemed criminal: nd it will, I hope, be 
‘© thought no very wild Paradox, to venture to fur- 
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“< mife, that a mode/t Mancan, with le/s Reludtance, 
‘s fuffer his Infirmities to be relieved by a Wife, than 
“© hy any other Mortal. And therefore I greatly 
ts fear, that thofe Gentlemen who quarrel witb 
‘© David upon this Score, are little refined, either in 
‘© that Virtue, or the more elegant Decenctes of Life.” 

As for Adonijas’s Attempt on the Throne, our 
Author relates in what Manner it was defeated, and 
how it precipitated Solomon’s Advancement to the 
Royal Dignity: whofe Inauguration he has de- 
(cribed, with the Compliments paid to his Father on 
thar Occafion, 

The twenty-firft Chapter is a fhort Digreffion, by 
wav of Effay, on the Character of Bash/heba. 

This is a moft entertaining Example of that Qua- 
lity which I have juft been afcribing to our Author’s 
Reflections on the more remarkable Perfons and 
Kvents that occur in this Hiftory. 

He takes Notice, that almoft every Commentator 
is fevere in his Cenfure of this Lady: fome treating 
her as a lead Woman; others, as {fwayed by Am- 
bition in her Commerce with David; and all, as 
an Hypocrite, ia mourning for her Hufband. 

Ono the other hand, our Author finds her, after 
this, the Wife of a great and wile King ; the Mo- 
ther of a great and wife King, and remotely the 
Mother even of the Messtan. He finds her ho- 
noured with the Friendfhip and Efteem ot her Huf- 
band, in the Decline of Life, when Paffion could 
make no Part of their Commerce; honoured, in 
avery diftinguifhed manner, by her great and wife 
Son, when he was in full Poffeffion of the fupreme 
Power. He finds the Father charging his Soa to 
liiten to her wife Monitions ; and he finds Precepts, 
faid to be her’s,-f pericétly tallying with thofe \Vio- 
niuons. Is ic poffible, he then afks himfelf, that 


t Thole to Lemuel. 
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fuch a Father, and fuch a Son, could be deceived 
in the Character of that Woman, for a Courfe of 
Years? Or, if they were, could the Eye of Pro- 
vidence miftake her ? 

He then revolv’d her Charaéter from the Begin- 
ning ; and could never find any thing in it, on 
which to ground the leaft Sufpicion of Levity, of 
Hypocrify, or Ambition, This he makes good, 
by what we may call a negative Induction; which, 
{tript of its pompous Clothing, amounts to this ; 

It was no Fault in her to be fair; it was no 
€rime, in a hot Country, and in the Evening, to 
bathe herfelf, tho’ even in her Garden. It does not 
appear, in the leaft, that fhe was feduced by Luft 
or Ambition to violate her Duty to God and her 
Hufband ; but that fhe was ravifh’d by David. So 
foon as he difmified her, fhe fanétified herfelf from 
her Pollution, and returned to ber Houfe: Which 
Proceeding is exprefs’d in Scripture, by Words de- 
noting Diligence and Solicitude. Now, fuppofe 
the Phrafe to imply no more than an Anxiety to be 
purified from the legal Pollution of her Commerce 
with the King, yet it indicates a Senfe and Abhor- 
rence of Guile. It is not improbable that David 
would have liked her abiding with him after the 
Fact, and fhe might have found Excufes for fo do- 
ing; but fhe Jeft him, and returned to her own 
Hivufe. When fhe perceived herfelf pregnant, fhe 
did not lay hold on that fair Occafion to tempt 
David to continue or repeat the Action ; but feems 
carefully to have kept out of his Sight, and only 
fent to let him know her Condition: A Conduét, 
cafrying in it the fure Marks of injured Innocence. 

It is agreed on all Hands, that fhe was no way 
privy to her Hufband’s Murder ; fhe might think 
he fell by the common Fate of War: There is no 
Ground then for accufing her of Diffimulation in 
bemoaning him. 

Whea 
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When the Time for Mourning was expired, Da- 
vid made her his Wife. Had he deemed her a 
light Woman, he would hardly have placed her in 
his Palace, or would have placed her there under a 
Jower Character. His diftinguifhing her in this 
Manner looks like a Defire of repairing, to the ut- 
moft of his Power, the Injury he had done her. 
There is no Mention of his taking any Wife after 
her (except 4bifbag, who was not taken to any of 
the Purpoies of Marriage); nor does it appear that 
he had any Child, by any other Woman, after this. 
When God fent Nathan to rebuke David for his 
Guilt, no Share of it was charged on Bath/heba, 
Now when two Perfons were Partners in a Crime, 
it was not the Way of the Prophets to reprove one 
Criminal, and leave the other uncenlured : An Ex- 
ample of which we have in the Hiftory of 4bab and 
Fezebel. But, in the Cafe before us, Nathan was 
jo far from blaming Bath/heba, that he rather places 
her in a Light of Innocence, by likening her, in 
his Parable, to a /ittle Lamb. 

But what completes the Character of Bathfheba, 
is her own Advice to her Son, and his Encomium 
upon her (Prov. xxxi.) The firft fhews her a wife 
Woman; the fecond an excellent Wife, in every 
Circumftance of that Character. 

Upon the Whole, our Author concludes, that, 
far from villifying this favourite Sultana, her Son 
(Solomon) may be jultified, in concluding of her, 
as he does, Ver. 29, fc. of the 31ft of Proverbs, 
Many Daughters have done virtuoufly, but thou ex- 
celleft them all. Favour is deceitful, and Beauty is 
vain; but a Woman that feareth the Lord, fhe fhall 
be praifed: Give ber of the Fruit of ber Hands, and 
let ber own Works praife ber tn ibe Gates. 

Whether David’s Refentment of Adonijah’s At- 
tempt on the Crown, or the feeing Solomon feated 
thereon, and God’s Promifes to him, and his own 
| Bb 2 to 
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to Bathfbeba, fo happily fulflled ; or whether it 
was the exterior vital Warmth of his new Bed-fel- 
Jow, that roufed him from his Languor, and gaye 
a new Spring to his Blood, our Author is uncertain; 
But this we are fure of, That he recovered his 
Strength and Spirits to fuch a Degree, before he 
died, as to be able to call an Affembly of his Peo- 
ple, and get his Eleétion of Solomon to the Throne 
confirmed in it. Of this Convention, of David’s 
Speech to it, of his Thankfgiving to God at the 
fame Time, and of his laft Inftruétions to his Suc- 
ceffor, our Author gives an Account in his twenty- 
fecond Chapter. 

In the twenty-third we have a Defcription of the 
Temple-Service, as it was celebrated in its ordinary 
Magnificence: A Magnificence, our Author fays, 
which, even according to his irnperfeét Account of 
it, the greateft Princes of our World are not now 
able to equal, upon the greateft Occafions! And 
as to that of the great Feftiva’s. not all the Princes 
of Europe, combined, were able to come up to it. 
— Probatum ef, 

The twenty-fourth Chapter is a Difcuffion of 
David's Character, with regard to his Polygamy, 
and the Murder of Uriah. There has been fo much 
Apology and Panegyric in the Courfe of this Work, 
that one would think there could not be the leaft 
need of any thing further in either Way, wich refpect 
to the Subject of it. But fo great is the Writer’s 
Liberality, in Reference to thefe Matters, that they 
are here again as plenteoufly beftowed, as if this 
were the only Donation. However, 1 own myfelf 
fo thoroughly fatrated, that I have not the Jeaft 
Appetite to this fuperfluoys Provifion: Nay, lam 
fo furfeited, that 1 chufe not to hand a Tatfte of it 
to my Readers, but refer them to our Author him- 
felf. It is for this Reafon J alfo pafs over the twenty- 

fifth Chapter, in which Davia’s Character is confi- 
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dered in Friendfhip and in Enmity, fo far as it is an 
Encomium 3 taking Notice only of an Excufe we 
there meet with for David’s dying Charge to his 
Son in Relation to Shimei, 

This Man’s provoking Behaviour to David is re- 
lated, 2 Sam. xvi. 5, 9c. His Submiffion after- 
wards, and his Pardon thereupon, confirmed by an 
Oath, are recorded in the r1gth Chapter of the fame 
Book. But notwithftanding David had pronounced 
his Acquittal, in a moft public folemn Manner, and 
we hear nothing of Shimei ever offending him after- 
wards, yet, in his dying Moments, he devotes him 
to Deftruétion, and enjoins his Succeffor to revenge 
the Affront that had been offered fo Jong before, 
that feems to have been heartily repented of, that 
would allow of much Extenuation, and which, per- 
haps, had been compenfated by future Services, 

Is this a Temper of Mind becoming a Man after 
God’s own Heart? It would hardly be thought fo 
by the Generality of Chriftians. But let us fee what 
Turn our fkilful Author has given to this unfeemly 
Affair. 

Firft, he will have it evident, that David was 
not acted, therein, by a Spirit of REvenGE; ** be 
‘s caufe, in that Cafe, he would not have fpared 
‘¢ Shimei, in the very Inftant of Paffion and Pro- 
‘¢ vocation, and when he was {fo earneftly impor- 
«© tuned for Leave to punifh him.” * 

Next, he cites from Plutarch an Inftance of Pe- 
ricles’s Patience under the Infulr of an Adverfary, 
who railed at him all Day, and purfued him 40 his 


* One might imagine, from fuch Reafoning as this, that our 
Author had not lived a Year in the World, or that he had no 
Acquaintance with human Nature. Who that has known Man- 
kind, has not known a Spirit of Revenge lie long concealed un- 
der Appearances of Forgivenefs and Reconciliation ? 
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Houfe, reviling him ; but he will have us confider, 
“ that this illuftrious Athenian was abufed by a 
“© Fellow-Citizen, David by a Subjeét and a Re- 
“ bel: * Pericles’s Conduét but afferted his Supe- 
«¢ riority over an infignificant Man; Davia’s pro- 
<6 claimed his Humiliation to God.” + 
We are told, Zheodofius looked upon it as a Fa- 
vour done him, when he was defired to forgive. 
“s Theodofias (fays our Author) forgave, when he 
‘© was petitioned to pardon ; David, when he was 
‘¢ petitioned to punifh; herein imitating the Mercy 
** of God, who, as J/aiah exprefies it, waiteth that 
ss be may be gracious. Wad David copied atter 
¢* any lower Pattern, he had not fpared Shimei, in 
*¢ the very Inftant of Paffion and Provocation ; 
<< nor would he afterwards have forgiven him in 
the Fulnefs of Profperity and Power, |} —~— He 
had before conquered great Nations by his For- 
titude and Conduct, as a Captain; and Heroes 
and Leaders by his perfonal Proweis: but he was 
now yet greater, in ruling his own Spirit, and 
fubduing his Refentments to the Humiliation 
which he owed to God. He very well knew 


* Shimei covfidered David as a Rebel, Ufurper, and bloody 
Man, and looked on his Diftreis as a Judgment of Heaven upoa 
him tor thofe Crimes. 

+ 2 Sam. xvi.10. Many profane Perfons, under Affliction, 
expicis ther felves as humbly. 

| his Compariton is little (if at all) fhort of Biafphemy. 
What! does the blefied God difiemble with his repenting Crea- 
tures, ‘vnen they contefs their Guilt, and fue for Mercy, pretend- 
ing only to pardon them; declaring they fhall not die, when yet 

z retains a Refeniment of their Offences, and a Refolution of 
deitroying them on that Account hereafter? Is this waiting to 
be gracious? Or is it not rather waiting to be revenged? But 
ii, on one hand, it be impious to refemble Dawid to God, in this 
Caie; how ridiculous is it, on the other, to talk of his pardon- 
ing Shzmez at all? Wath what Propriety can he be {aid to forgive 
a Man, whote Punifhment he only prudentially deferred, and 
mott earneiily enjoined another to execute ? 


“* how 
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¢ how much the Remiffion of perfonal Injuries be~ 
came the Kingly Character; and therefore he 
‘© gave Shimei his Life, and confirmed the Grant 


“ 


‘ 


" 


c 


o 


by an Oath. But then it muft be remember’d, 
that the Obligation of this Oath was purely per- 
fonal ; for fo he himfelf explains it, 1 Asngs i. 8, 
“snd I fware unto bim by the Lord, faying, 1 will 
“6 mot put thee to Death by the Sword. And there- 
fore, although David was bound, So/omon was 
at full Liberty to vindicate the Majefty of Kings, 
in chaftifing this high Affront upon his Father, 
after fuch a Manner as he thought fic: Nor was 
there any Danger of doing this to Excefs, when 
the Chaitifement was deferred to the calm and 
cool Seafon of difpaffionate Juftice ; when nei- 
ther Paffion, nor perfonal Refentment, could in- 
flame the Vengeance. David well knew how 
much it became the Piety of his Charaéter, to 
remit himfelf, and his Concerns, to the Divine 
Difpofal, througaout the whole Courfe of his 
Liie ; but could he, for this Reafon, wholly re- 
nounce the Intereft of Juftice? Or, if he could, 
he very well knew how dangerous an Example 
it might be to his Succeffors, to fuffer fuch Inju- 
ries and Infults upon Majefty to pais unpunifhed : 
And therefore, when he had acted up to the 
Piety and Dignity of his own Character, he very 
wilely admonifhed his Son, to act up to the Wif- 
dom of his.” 

Here the Reader has the very Froth of Sophi- 
ftry! Reafoning (if that Term may be thrown 
away upon it) lighter than the very Wind! An 
Apology that one would not imagine a- Man of the 
Jeaft Judgment or Modefty could have offered, and 
which can impofe on no one of found Underftanding : 
It muft difguft every body of that Charaé&ter ; and 
tends rather to prejudice David’s Reputation, than 
to enhance their Efteem of his Virtue, Yet our 
Author 
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Author begs Leave to obferve, That it fufficiently 
yuftifies that Prince in this Point of Shimei, even 
upon Suppofition, that the Text is mghtly tranflated, 
which he is, in his private Judgment, fully con- 
vinced to be otherwile: ‘* For furely the Particle 
“¢ Yau ought to be render’d here, as in all fimilar 
«¢ Cafes, not connectively, but disjunctively.” This 
he inftances only in one Cafe; he might, he fays, 
mention many. 

‘© Agur befceches God to keep him from the 
«© Extremes both of Poverty and Wealth. If the 
«< Particle Yau were to be interpreted here connec- 
“¢ tively, the Petition would run thus — Give me 
*¢ not Poverty and Riches. —— Every one fees the 
«. Abfurdity of this Petition; and therefore the 
« Tranflators rightly rendered it, Give me neither 
*© Poverty nor Riches. In the fame Analogy the 
** Paffage in Queftion, rightly tranflated, will ftand 
*s thus: Now therefore neither hold him guitlefs, 
“¢ (for thou art a wie Man, and kuowel what thou 
“© oughtelt to do unio Lim) nor bis boar Head bring 
“¢ thou dows to the Grave with Blood. This Ad- 
«¢ vice, in this Senle, is full of Humanity, as well 
“as Wildom, and Soowon (we fee) underftood 
“© and obferved it in this Senfe, and in no other.” 

Here is fomething that carries the Face of an 
Apology ; but what hinder’d our Author from pro- 
ducing it at firft? A FPondnefs of Trifling. This 
Hiftory of the Life of David may not improperly 
be fliled Dr. D ’s Magaries. 

The Jatt Chapter of this Work (the 26th) is a 
Collection of the fineft Flowers our Author could 
collect for the Adornment of his Hero, It is a 
fhort Comparifon of him with Alexander, Cafar, 
and Scipio, and clofes with his Character, vaftly fu- 
perior to that of any of the others, and with that I 
will fnifh this Article. 





“ David’s 
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«© David's is a Character which ftands fingle, in 
the Accounts of the World ; equally eminent and 
unrivalled. 

‘¢ For, not to infift upon his great perfonal Ac- 
complifhments, fuch as Beauty, Stature, Strength, 
Swiftnefs, and Eloquence, his Character is fuffi- © 
ently diftinguifhed by the nobleft Qualities, En- 
dowments, and Events. 

«¢ Exalted from an humble Shepherd to a mighty 
Monarch, without the leaft Tinéture of Pride, 
Difdain, or Envy! Quite otherwife ; remark- 
ably humble in Elevation ; or, rather, humbled 


* by it! Exalted unenvied! Exalted himfelf, and 


equally exalting the State he ruled; raifing it 
from Contempt, Poverty, and Oppreffion, to 
Wealth, Dignity, and Sway! A Man experi- 
enced in every Viciffitede of Fortune and Life, 
and equal to them all! Throughly tried in Ad- 
verfity, and tempted by Succefs! Yet ftill Su- 
perior! Cruelly and unjuftly perfecuted, yet not 
to be provoked even to juft Revenge! In the 
faddeft and fuddeneft Reverfe of Fortune, de- 
preffed by nothing but the Remembrance of 
Guilt ; and, in confequence of that, unhumbled 
to any thing but God ! 

<< To fum up all: A true Believer, and zealous 
Adorer of God; a Teacher of his Law and 
Worfhip, and Infpirer of his Praife! A glori- 
ous Example, a perpetual and inexhauftible 
Fountain of true Piety! A confummate and un- 
equalled Hero, a fkilful and fortunate Captain! 
A fteady Patriot, a wife Ruler, a faithful, a ge- 
nerous, and a magnanimous Friend! And, what 
is yet rarer, a no lefs generous and magnani- 
mous Enemy! A true Penitent, a divine Mufi- 
cian, a fublime Poet, and an infpired Prophet ! 
By Birth; a Peafant; by Merit, a Prince! In 


“¢ Youth, 
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«© Youth, a Hero; in Manhood, a Monarch; in 
«© Age, a Saint! 

“ This is David. What his Revilers are, their 
‘© own Revilings tell.” 


ARTICLES XIV.* 


HE TEMPLUM HARMONIZ, 
wrote by Mr. Pownry, and printed at Lox- 

don, is a fublime Epic Poem on an uncommon 
Subject, The Invention, Progrefs, and Perfection of 
Musick. The Author has fought out the Origi- 
nal of that Sicence from all the Learning of the re- 
moteft Antiquity, and goes deep into [Hyd aulicks, 
or the Philofophy of Sounds; and with a vatt 
Reach of Thought, and inexhaultible Invention, 
fhews how the Univerfe is ‘founded in Harmony. 
And after having introduced an infinite Variety of 
beautiful Images, and furprifing Incidents, all na- 
turally connected with the principal Argument and 
Defign of the Poem, yet heighten’d by the Dignity 
of Language, and Majefty of Numbers; he winds 
up the Whole with a grand Moral, that the Profpe- 
rity of civil Society depends upon the Harmony of 
its Members: And then, in a moft interefting and 
affecting Manner, defcribes the Grievances his Coun- 
try fuftains by inteftine Difcord. The Britons, 
overwhelmed with Miferies, confulz the Oracle how 
this once flourifhing Kingdom may be reftored to 
its loft Glory and Happinefs. It is revealed to 
them, that they are plagued with thefe Evils for 
the flighted Sacrifice and neglected Altars of Har- 
mony and the Gods. The Britons, moved with 
Contrition, make a folemn Proceffion to the Zemple 
of Harmony. The Temple is briefly defcribed ; 
and there the Author takes Occafion to throw a Ray 
of Glory on his revered Patron the Duke of Bed- 
fora, 


* The Publifher is unacquainted with the Writer of this Article, 
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ford, and introduces a Compliment little inferior ta 
that which his great Matter made to Augujius in his 
Georgicks. He brings this illuftrious Perfonage, 
whom he reprefents to be the Favourite of the 
Gods and Mankind, to the High Altar; where, 
in Behalf of his miferable and diftrefled Country- 
men, he makes a folemn and pathetic Prayer to the 
Goddefs of Harmony, who is moved with Pity and 
Compaffion, The Gods are appeafed, and Britain 
is reinftated in the Favour of Heaven, 


* «© Progenies Jovis, Harmonia, que liminis bujus 
“© Intima prefidio tutaris, numine comples, 

© Si tibi rite memor, primis devotus ab annis, 

“< Debita perfolvi, fi non indigna repofco 

¢ Adfis,O ! Britonumque graves miferata labores, 

© Affer opem, €P colo miferis defcende levamen: 

“© Ju potes orando Phebi male numen amicune' 

“ Fleftere, Diva, Deum tidi tela & lethifer arcus 

“© Ceffabunt, iraque truces &S dextera. Vindex, 

“¢ O! rerum miftique falus, Concordia, Mundi.” 

Mata Dea eft ac figna fonis felicia latis 

Omnibus ipla adytis dabat ac penetralibus imis. \ 

Olli mox Phebus placide fubridet, 8c. 
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* Page 43. 
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ARTICLE XV. 


CoNsIDERATIONS 0” the State of the World 
with regard to the Theory of Religion. In 
Three Parts. \. Want of Univerfality in 
Natural and Revealed Religion, no jujt Ob- 
jection againft either. Il. The Scheme of 
Divine Providence with regard to the Time 
and Manner of the feveral Di/penfations of 
Revealed Religion, more efpecially the Chri- 
ftian. IIL. Lhe Progrefs of Natural Relt- 
gion and Science, or the continual Improve- 
ment of the World in general. Being the 
Subftance of fome Sermons preached before 
the Univer/ity of Cambridge. By Epmunp 
Law, M.A. Archdeacon of Carlifle. Printed 
at Cambridge ; and fold by J. Robinfon, at 
the Golden Lion zz Ludgate-ftreet, London. 
Odtavo. Pages 256. 


F440 E Author of thefe Difcourfes is diftinguifhed 
T in the Republic of Letters by his Learning 
and Candour. He would not have us confider what 
is here offered as a finifhed Work; it is Part only 
(he tells us) of a much larger Defign, tending to 
fhew “ that Arts and Sciences, Natural and Re- 
‘¢ vealed Religion, have upon the whole always 
‘“¢ been progreffive, from the Creation of the World 
«¢ to the prefent Time ; as alfo that they have been 
«s fuited to each other, as well as to the Circum- 
«¢ ftances of Mankind, during each Period of this 
‘© their Progreffion.” A Theory which, when 
fairly reprefented, Mr. Law has been affured would 
give fome Satisfaction to many who ‘* being con- 
‘«« vinced of the Exiftence and Attributes of one 
<¢ fupreme 
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“© fupreme firft Caufe, yet are fo unhappy as to en- 


~ 


<< tertain {trong Prejudices againft every Kind of 
Revelation, chiefly on Account of the Circum- 
{tances under which it was fuppofed to have been 
communicated, which they are unable to recon- 
cile with the Courfe and Order of Divine Provi- 
dence in all other Refpects; as well as to thofe 
who are equally at a Lofs in fearching after any 
fettled Order or Defign in either of thefe Efta- 
blifhments : but yet if they could once perfuade 
themfelves in general that one of thefe proceeded 
in fome Sort of uniform Ratio and Analogy with 
the other, and that both were in a State of regue 
lar Progreffion, would have Patience to wait a- 
while, in hopes of feeing their particular Objec- 
«s tions gradually removed in each by the fame 
“6 Rules.” 

Mr. Law has formerly attempted to clear up fome 
of the chief Difficulties that occur in our Concep- 
tions of the Deity and his Providence, in fome Ob- 
fervations on Archbifhop King’s Effay on the Origis 
of Evil, and has fince had the Pleafure (he tells usp 
of feeing that Syftem adopted by a late celebrated 
Writer, and efteem’d worthy of being adorn’d with 
all the Graces of Poetry.* The Performance be- 
fore us is in fome Refpects a Continuation of the 
fame Defign: But being at prefent in great meafure 
cut off from fuch Books as were neceffary to com- 
plete it, he could only draw the Plan and Out- 
lines, and was forced to content himfclf with ven- 
turing it abroad in the prefent Form, rather than be 
at the Pains of throwing it into one clofe continued 
Treatife ; efpecially as he could not think his pre- 
fent Stock of Materials would have been fufficient 
to have given that its due Proportions, 
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* It is probably Mr. Pops’s Efay on Man that is here referred 
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ARTICL E- XVI. 


HE Reverend Mr. SMITH, fome Time Re&or 

of St. Fobn’s at Nevis, and now Rector of St. Mary’s 

in Bedford, \ias publifh’d, in eleven Letters, to the Reverend 

Mr. Mason, B.D. Woodwardian Profetior, and Fellow 

of Trinity-College in Cambridge, A Natural Hiftory of 

Nevis, and the reft of the Englifh Leeward Charibee 

Ifands in America: With many other Obfervations on 

ature and Art; particularly, an introduétion to the Art 
of Decyphering. * 

Nothing can be more mifcellaneous than thefe Epiftles ; 
not only as each is different from the reft, but as each of 
them contains a Variety of Topics, which fometimes feem 
to have little or no Connection. “The Writer roves from 
one to another without the leaft Reftraint ; and with Ac- 
counts of his Adventures, Diverfions, Difcoveries, and 
Obfervations, mixes thofe of other People, which, as well 
as many of his own, have no more to do with the Natural 
Hiftory of Nevis, or any of the Charibee-Iflands, than 
with the Plains of Theffaly, or the Defarts of Arabia. He 
is fond, tn many Places, of introducing long Quotations 
from Mitron’s Paradife Leff; and he has feveral Cita- 
tations from Profe Authors. Many, both of his Stories 
and Remarks, are trite and trifling. /ifon is a great Au- 
thority with him. In one Place he has inferted from that 
Traveller’s fourth Volume a fine /talian Letter (as he ftiles 
it} about the Tarantula, from Dr. Dominico Sangenito to 
Mr. Buli/on at Naples. After defcanting on this a little, 
he fkips to a Dilcourfe on the d4manthus, in which Mr. 
Mi/fen is fill of ufe to him. In his fifth Epiftle we have a 
‘Pranfcript of a very curious Letter, wrote from Naples, 
to my Lord Lovel, by Mr. George Shelvock, Junior, who 
was Travelling-Tutor to his Son, about a fubterraneous 
‘Town lately tound near the Foot of Adount Vefuvius. From 
hence he takes Occafion to talk of Vulcanos, Irruptions, 
Earthquakes, and the like. After all, Mr. Smith’s ram- 
bling Manner affords more Entertainment than is confiftent 
with a ftrict Regard to Method ; and tho’ fo much of his 
Compoiitions arifes from foreign Materials, they are pro= 
bably more amufing, than if they had confifted altogether 
of his own Stock. His Stile is every where rais’d, border- 
ing on the poetical, in feveral Inftances, and fometimes ex- 
travagant, confidering the Trifles that are clad with it, 


* Ottavo, Pages 318, befides the Dedication and Index. 





